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Bioaccumulation

Many pollutants can bioaccumulate in fish and other
aquatic organisms at levels which are harmful for
both the organisms as well as organisms that prey
upon these species (including humans).

Toxic pollutants shall not be present at levels that
will bioaccumulate in aquatic life to levels which are
harmful to aquatic life or human health. -

Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD,)

The 5-day BOD test indirectly measures the amount
of readily degradable organic material in water by
measuring the residual dissolved oxygen after a
period of incubation (usually 5 days at 20 °C), and is
primarily used as an indicator of the efficiency of
wastewater treatment processes.

Walters shall be free of substances that result in
increases in the BOD which. adversely affect
beneficial uses.

Biostimulatory Substances

Biostimulatory substances include excess nutrients
(nitrogen, phosphorus) and other compounds that
stimulate aquatic growth. - In addition to being
aesthetical unpleasant (causing taste, odor, or color
problems), this excessive growth can also cause
other water quality problems.

Waters shall not contain biostimulatory substances
in concentrations that promote aquatic growth fo
the extent that such growth causes nuisance or
adversely affects beneficial uses.

Chemical Constituents

Chemical constituents in excessive amounts in
drinking water are harmful to human heaith.

Maximum levels of chemical constituents in drinking
- waters are listed in the California Code of '

Regulations and the relevant limits are described
‘below.

Surface waters shall not contain concentrations of

chemical constituents in amounts that adversely
affect any des:gnated beneﬁclal use.
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Water designated for use as Domestic or Municipal
Supply (MUN) shall not contain concentrations of
chemical constituents in excess of the limits
specified in the following provisions of Title 22 of
the California Code of Regulations which are
incorporated by reference into this plan: ‘Table
64431-A of Section 64431 (Inorganic Chemicals),
Table 64431-B of Section 64431 (Fluonde) and
Table 64444-A of Section 64444 (Organic:
Chemicals). - This incorporation by reference is
prospective including future changes to the

- incorporated provisions as the changes take effect.

(See Tables 3-5, 3-6, and 3-7 )

Table 3-5. The Maxlmum Contammant ,
Levels: Inorganic Chemicals (for MUN
beneficial use) specified in Table 64431-A
of Section 64431 of Title 22 of the
California Code of Regulations as of
'9-8-94.

COntan'élnant
Level
mg/L
i Aluminum : 1
Antimony ’ 0,006
Arsenic_ 0.05
Asbestos 7 MFL*
Barium 1
Beryllium 0:004
Cadmium 0loos
Chromium 105
| Cyanide _ 2
} Mercury , 0.002
Nickel ' ol
| . Nitrate (as NO;) 45
Nitrate + Nitrite 10,
(sum:as nitrogen) i
| Nitite (as nitrogen) ' 1]
| selenium B 0.05
Thallium : 0.002

* MFL=million fibers per liter; MCL for fibers
exceeding 10 gm in lenght -
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. Table 3-7. The Maximum Contaminant Levels: Organic Chemicals (for MUN beneficial use)
specified in Table 64444-A of Section 64444 of Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations

- as of 9-8-94.

A. Volatile Organic Chamicals (VOCs)

Benzo(a)pyrene ,'

Benzene

Carbofuran

Carbon Tetrachloride

Chiordane -

1,2-Dichlorobenzene

1,4-Dich me

|  1.1-Dichloroethane

1,2-Dichloroethane

1,1-Dichloroethylene

| cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene

trans-1,2-Dichlofoethylene

Dichloromethane

1.2-Dichloropropane

1,3-Dichloropropene

Monodllorobenzene

Styrene

1,1 zz-Teﬁauzbremane

Tetrachloroethylene

Toiﬁene

| 1,2.4-Trichlorobenzene

* 1,1,1-Trichloroethane

1,1,2-Trichloroethane

Trichloroethylene

Trichlorofucromethane

1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-
Trifluoroethane

Vinyl Chioride

Xylenes (single isomer or sum
of isomers)

B. Non-Volatile Synthetic Organic Chemicals (SOCs)

0.002

0.003

Bentazon

-.0.018
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Dalapon

1,2-Dibromo-3-chioropropane

Di(2-ethylhexyf)adipate

| Di(2-ethyhexyl)phthalate -

Dinoseb

Diquat -

- Endothall

Endrin

| Ethylene Dibromide

Glyphosate

Heptachlor-

Heptachior Epoxide,

Hexachlorobenzene

| Hexachlorocyclopentadiene

Lindane

* Methoxychlor

| Molinate

Oxamyl

Pentachiorophenol

Picloram

| Poychiorinated Biphenyis

Thiobencarb

- Toxaphene

2,3,7,8-TCDD (Dioxin)

2.4,5-TP (Silvex)

.30
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Table 3-8. Water Quality Objectives for Selected Constituents in Inland Surface Waters®.

Reaches are in upstream to downstream order.

' WATERSHED/STREAM REACH® W&m Chioride | Boron® | Nitrogen® -
, 7 (mgl) | (mgl) | (mgl) (mgl) | (mgh) - ?

Miscellaneous Ventura Coastal Streams no waterbody-specific objectives '

Ventura River Watershed:
Above Camino Cielo Road ' _ -700 300 50 1.0 5
Between Camino Cielo Road and Casitas -~ | 800 300 | 60 10 | s
Vista Road . o
Between Casitas Vista Road and confluence 10000 | 300 60 1.0 5
with Weldon Canyon ) -
‘Between confluence with Weldon Canyon and | 1500 500 300 15 10
Main Street - ' e
Between Main St. and Ventura River Estuary ' " no watsrtody specific objectives *

Santa Clara River Watershed: '
Above Lang gaging station -] soo 100 50 05 5
Between Lang gaging station and Bouquet 800 150 100 1.0 5
Canyon Road Bridge _
Between Bouquet Canyon Road Bridge and 1000 300 100 ; 15 10 - ;-'-:’;
West Pier Highway 99 B
Between West Pier Highway 99 and Blue Cut 1000 400 | 100 15 | 5
gaging station :
Between Biue Cut gaging station and A 1 1300 | e00 100 | 15 5
Street, Fillmore :
Between A Street, Fillmore and Freeman 1300 650 80 1.5 .. 5
Diversion "Dam" near Saticoy : '
Between Freeman Diversion "Dam" near 1200 | 600 150 15 -
Saticoy and Highway 101 Bridge . ) :
Between Highway 101 Bridge and Santa Clara no waterbody specific objectives ! -
River Estuary - - ‘
Santa Paula Creek above Santa Paula Water | 600 250 45 10 5
Works Diversion Dam . '
Sespe Creek above gaging station, 500° 800 ' 320 60 15 ) 5
downstream from Little Sespe Creek - ) :
Piru Creek above gaging station below Santa 800 400 60 10 | s

‘}l Calleguas Creek Watershed:

Above Potrero Road ~ * : o 850 250 150 1.0 10
Below Potrero Road = - _ no waterbody speciﬁc objectives * ;
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Table 3-8. Wa_lter Quality Obfectivos for Selected Constituents iri Iniand Surface Waters® (cont.)

Reaches are in upstream to downstream order.

[wusnsuemsmsm REACH TS | Sulfate | Chioride | Boron® Nitrogen® | sar® || |
5 (mgiL) | (mgi) (mglL) (mgh) (mgiL) (mglL) ff |

| llseellaneoml.osAngelesCoumyCoashlSﬁeams : _ no waterbody specific objectives '

| matibu Creek Watershed ' 2000 | s0 | s00 | 20 10 -

| Baliona Creek Watershed S . no waterbody specific objectives’

" Dominguez Channel Watershed B no waterbody specific objectives
Los Angeles River Watershed: ‘

T ey

Above Figuema Street 950 "~ 300 150 g 8 . g
Between Figueroa Street and Los Angeles 1500 350 w | ¢ | 8
River Estuary (Willow Streef). Includes Rio I
Hondo below Santa Ana Freeway .
Rio Hondo above Santa Ana Freeway” | 750 | 300 150 | g° 8
Santa Anita Creek above Santa Anita | 250 | 30 | 10 g e
spreading grounds ) i )
~ Eaton Canyon Creek above Eaton Dam 250 30 | 10 g f g
Arroyo Seco above spreading grounds 300 | 40 15 g £ g
Big Tujunga Creek above HansenDam | 350 50 | 20 g f g
Pacoima Wash above Pacoima spreading 250 30 10 g f g
~ grounds
San Gabriel River Watershed:
‘Above Morris Dam N 250 30 10° 6 | 2 2
Between Morris Dam and Ramona Bivd. 450 100 | 100 05 8 | g
Between Ramona Bivd. and Firestone Bivd. 750 300 | 150 1.0 s | g
Between Firestone Bivd. and San Gabriel . no waterbody specific objectives ’ ’

River Estuary (downstream from Willow
Street) including Coyote Creek

Al other minor San Gabrief Mountain streams 300 40 15 g £ . g
tributary to San Gabriel Valiey | : i

e e e

Island Watercourses: :
Anacapa Island . no waterbody specific objectives '
San Nicolas Island | o waterbody specific objectives © |
Santa Barbara island ' no waterbody specific objectives © |
Santa Catalina Island no waterbody specific objectives :
San Clemente istand ’ ' ' no waterbody specific objectives '
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Table 3-8. Water Quality Objectwes for Selected Constituents in lnland Surface Waters® (cont.)

Reaches are in upstream to downstream order.
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' WATERSHED/STREAM RréAcm  1os | sulfate | chioride | Boron®~ Nitrogen®
(mgiL) (mgl) | (mgl) (mg/L) (mglL)-
” Other Watercourses: 7 :
San Antonio Creek’ 225 25 6 - -
Chino Creelr’, - - - - -

" recommendations for water quality objectives will be brought before the Regional Board in the future.

As part of the State’s continuing planning process, data will oontrnue to be collected to supportthe development of numerical waher
quality objectives for waterbodies and constituents where sufficient information is presently unavailable. Any new

All references to watersheds, streams and reaches include all tributaries. Water quality objectives are appliedhoallwaﬁers
trbutarytothosespecrﬁeullylrsbdmmehble SeeFigures2~1t02-10forloeabons

Where naturally occurmring boron results in concentrations higher than the stated ob;eclwe a sle-specﬁc objeclrve may be
determined on a case-by-case basis.

Nitrate-nitrogen plus nilme-nitmgen (NO3-N + NO2-N). The lack of adequate nitrogen data for all streams precluﬂed the
establishment of numerical objeclrvee ior all streams.

Sodium adsorption ratio (SAR) predicts the degree to which irrigation water tends to enter rnno cation-exchange repebons in soil. .
SAR = Na+/((Ca++ + Mg++)12)112

Site-specific objectives have not been determined for these reaches at this time. These areas are often rrrrpaued (by high levels of

minerals) and there is not sufficient historic data to designate objectives based on natural background conditions.| The following
table illustrates the mineral or nutrient quality necessary to protect different categories of beneficial uses and will beusedasa
guideline for establishing effluent limits in these cases. Protection of the most sensitive beneﬁcral use(s) would b{e the detemmining

criteria for the selection of effluent limits. . i

Referenws 1) USEPA CFR § 141 et seq., 2) McKee and Wolf, 1963, 3) Ayers and Wesﬁcot, 1985, 4) USEPA, 1988 5) Water

Beneficial Use Categorles

MUN (Drinking Water | PROC AGR AQ LIFE*(Frshwtr)
Standards) * ' :
500 (USEPA 50-1500 "% | 450-2000 2>°
secondary MCL)
250 (USEPA 20-1000 >° 100-355 %% 230 ( 4 day ave.
secondary MCL) continuous conc) ¢
400-500 (USEPA 20-300 >° 350-600 2*
proposed MCL)

0.5-4.0 22
10 (USEPA MCL)

Pollution Control Federation, 1989, 6) USEPA, 1973, 7) USEPA 1980, 8) Ayers, 1977.
* Aquatic life includes a variety of Beneﬁeral Uses including WARM, COLD, SPWN, MIGR and RARE.

Agnculural supply isnota beneﬁcral use ofthe surface water in the specified reach.
Rro Horrdo spreadmg grounds are located above the Santa Ana Freeway

The smed objectives apply to all other surface streams orrgmahng withrn the San Gabriel Mounlams and extend fmm their i
headwaters to the canyon mouth. , i |

These watercourses are primarily located in the Santa Ana Region. The water quality objectives for these streams have been
established by Santa Ana Region. Dashed lines indicate that numerical objectives have not been established, hoivever nanalrve
ob)edrves shall apply. Refer to the Santa Ana Region Basin Plan for more r!eiails f
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Pesticides

N Pesticides are used ubiquitously fbr a vaﬁety of

purposes; however, their release into the
environment presents a hazard to aquatic organisms
and plants not targeted for their use. The extent of

- risk to aquatic life depends on many factors
including the physical and chemical properties of the
pesticide. Those of greatest concern are those that
persist for long periods and accumulate in aquatic
life and sediments. '

No individual pesticide. or combination of pesticides
shall be present in concentrations that adversely
affect beneficial uses. There shall be no increase in
pesticide concentrations found in bottom sediments
or aquatic life.

Waters designated for use as domestic or municipal
supply (MUN) shall not contain concentrations of
pesticides in excess of the limiting concentrations
specified in Table 64444-A of Section 64444
(Organic Chemicals) of Title 22 of the California
Code of Regulations which is incorporated by
reference into this plan. This incorporation by
reference is prospective including future changes to
the incorporated provisions as the changes take
effect. (See Table 3-7.)

pH

The hydrogen ion activity of water (pH) is measured
on a logarithmic scale, ranging from 0 to 14. While
the pH of "pure” water at 25 “C is 7.0, the pH of
natural waters is usually slightly basic due to the

_ solubility of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere.
Minor changes from natural conditions can harm
aquatic life.

The pH of inland surface waters shall not be _
depressed below 6.5 or raised above 8.5 as a result
of waste discharges. Ambient pH levels shall not
be changed more than 0.5 units from natural
conditions ‘as a result of waste discharge.

" The pH of bays or estuaries shall not be depressed
below 6.5 or raised above 8.5 as a result of waste

- discharges. Ambient pH levels shall not be

changed more than 0.2 units from natural

conditions as a result of waste discharge.

BASIN PLAN - JUNE 13, 1994

Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs)

Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) are a highly toxic
and persistent group of organic chemicals that have |
been historically released into the environment. f
Many historic discharges still exist as sources in the

environment. |

The purposeful discharge of PCBs (the sum of
chlorinated biphenyls whose analytical -
characteristics resemble those of Aroclor-1016,
Aroclor-1221, Aroclor-1232, Aroclor-1242, ,
Aroclor-1248, Aroclor-1254, and Aroclor-1260) to
waters of the Region, or at locations where the
waste can subsequently reach waters of the
Reglon is prohibited.

Pass-through or uncontrollable discharges to waters
of the Region, or at locations where the waste can
subsequently reach water of the Region, are limited
to 70 pg/L (30 day average) for protection of human.
health and 14 ng/L and 30 ng/L (daily average) to
protect aquatic life in inland fresh waters and

estuarine waters respectively.

Radioactive Substances

Radioactive substances are generally present in
natural waters in extremely low concentrations.
Mining or industrial activities increase the amount of
radioactive substances in waters to levels that are
harmful to aquatic life, wildlife or humans.

Radfonuclldes shall not be present in = -
concentrations that are deleterious to hiuman, plant,
animal, or aquatic life or that result in the
accumulation of radionuclides in the food web to an
extent that presents a hazard to human, plant
animal, or aquatic Irfe

Waters designated for use as domestic gr municipal
supply (MUN) shall not contain concentrations of :
radionuclides in excess of the limits speén‘ied in
Table 4 of Section 64443 (Radioactivity) bf Title 22
of the Califomia Code of Regulations wh?ch is
incorporated by reference into this plan. ; This
incorporation by reference is prospectlve mclud’ ling
future changes to the incorporated. provisions as
the changes take effect. (See Table 3-9. }
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Table 3-9. The Maximum Contaminant Levels:
Radioactivity (for MUN beneficial use) specified
in Table 4 of Section 64443 of Title 22 of the
California Code of Regulations as of 12-22-88.

Maximum
MCL Radioactivity Contaminant
) Level pCilL
Combined Radium-226 and ' ' : 5
Radium-228
‘I - Gross Alpha particle activity 15
(including Radium-226 but excludmg
Radon and Uranium)
Tritium 20,000
Strontium-90 8
Gross Beta particle activity 50
Uranium- _ 20

(pCiLL = picoctiiries = curies x 10°?)

Solid, Suspended, or Settleable
" Materials

Surface waters carry various amounts of suspended -
and settieable materials from both natural and”
human sources. Suspended sediments limit the
passage of sunlight into waters, which in tum
inhibits the growth of aquatic plants. Excessive
deposition of sediments can destroy spawning
habitat, blanket benthic (bottom dwelling)
organisms, and abrade the gills of larval fish.

Waters shall not contain suspended or settleable

" material in concentrations that cause nuisance or -

adversely aﬁect beneficial uses.
, Taste and Odor

Undesirable tastes-and odors in water are an
aesthetic nuisance, can impact recreational and
other uses, and can indicate the presence of other
pollutants.

Waters shall not contain taste or odor-producing
substances in concentrations that impart
undesirable tastes or odors to fish flesh or other
edible aquatic resources, cause nuisance, or
adversely affect beneficial uses.
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Temperature

Discharges of wastewaters can cause unnatural
and/or rapid changes in the temperature of reoelvmg
waters which can adversely affect aquatic life. '

. The natural receiving water temperature of all

regional waters shall not be altered unless it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction. of the: Reglonal
Board that such alteration in temperature does not
adversely affect beneficial uses. Alterations that

_ are allowed must meet the tequimmenti's below.

For waters designated WARM, water tmmrature
shall not be altered by more than 5 'F above the
natural temperature. At no time shall tbese WARM-
designated waters be raised above 80 'F asa
result of waste discharges.

For waters designated COLD, water tehrpefature
shall not be altered by more than 5 'F above the

~ natural temperature.

Temperature objectives for enclosed bays and
estuaries are specified in the "Water Quality Control
Plan for Control of Temperature in the Coastal and
Interstate Waters and Enclosed Bays of California”
(Thermal Plan), including any revisions: thereto.

See Chapter 5 for a descnptlon of the Thermal :
Plan.

Toxicity

Toxicity is the adverse response of organisms to
chemical or physical agents. When the adverse
response is mortality, the result is termed acute
toxicity. When the adverse response is: not mortality
but instead reduced growth in larval organisms or
reduced reproduction in adult organisms (or other
appropriate measurements), a critical life stage

 effect (chronic toxicity) has occurred. The use of

aquatic bioassays (toxicity tests) is widely accepted
as a valid approach to evaluatlng toxncrty of waste
and receiving: waters.

* All waters shall be maintained free of tex:c

substances in concentrations that are tox1c to, or
that produce detrimental physiological responses in,
human, plant, animal, or aquatic life. Compllance
with this objective will be determined by use of
indicator organisms, analyses of species diversity,
population density, growth anomalies, b:oaasays of
appropriate duration or other appmpnate methods
as specified by the State or Regronal Bpard
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Table 3-10. Water Quality Objectives for Selected Constituents in Regional Ground Waters®.

4= - -

| Ojai Vailey

1 Upper Ojai Valiey

| West of Sulfur Mountain Road

Central area
Sisar area

I Lower Ojai Valley
: WestofSanAntomo—&nDrCanyonCmeks
East of San Antonio—Senior Canyon Creeks

| Ventura River Valley
Upper Ventura

i San Antonio Creek area .
Lower Ventura .

{ Ventura Central ®

i Santa Clara—-Piru Creek area
Upper area (above Lake Piru)
Lower area east of Piru Creek
| Lower area west of Piru Creek
| Santa Clara—-Sespe Creek area
Topa Topa (upper Sespe) area
.Fillmore area

Pole Creek Fan area

South side of Santa Clara River
‘ Remaining Fillmore area

i Santa Clara--Santa Paula area
i East of Peck Road -

West of Peck Road

Unoonﬁned and perched aquifers

 Pleasant Valley
I Confined aquifers
Unconfined and perched aquifers

j (Arroyo Santa Rosa 4

| Las Posas Valley

i South Las Posas area
NWomenesCyan&LAAve&Somst
E of Grimes Cyn Rd and Hitch Bivd

S of LA Ave between Somis Rd & Hitch Bivd
Grimes Canyon Rd & Broadway area
North Las Posas area

i Upper Santa Clara

| Acton Valley

| Sierra Pelona Valley (Agua Dulce)
i - Upper Mint Canyon

i Upper Bouquet Canyon
Green‘Valley

| Lake Elizabeth—-Lake Hughes area
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'OBJECTIVES (mg/L)
| Eastern Santa Clara : :
{ Santa Clara-Mint Canyon 800 150 150 1.0
South Fork - 700 200 100 05 |
Placerita Canyon . _ 700 150 100 0.5
| Santa Clara-Bouquet & San Francisquito Canyons 700 25 | 100 1.0
| Castaic Valley 1,000 350 150 1.0
Saugus Aquifer o L - -} f- -
il Simi valiey
Simi Valley Basin . : -} ok |
| Confined aquifers . - 1,200 600 - 150 1.0 |
i Unconfined aquifers - - L~ -
| Gilibrand Basin ' %0} 350 50 1.0
i Conejo Valley ' : 80| 250} . 150 10
“Los Angeles Coastal Plain : - _ :
- Central, Basin C o 700 250 150 10 |
| West Coast Basin : 800 250 | . 250 15§
| Hollywood Basin - . : - 750 100 100 1.0 |
} Santa Monica Basin N : 1,000 | - 250 200 0.5
| San Femnando Valley : i}
| Syimar Basin . 600 150 100 05
Verdugo Basin 600 150 | 100 05
| San Fenando Basin i i
West of Highway 405 . 800 300 100 15 |
East of Highway 405 (overali) 700 300 100} 15 .
Sunland-Tugunga area . 400 | 50 50 0.5 | \}
Foothill ‘area © - 400 100 . 50 10 | ==
Area encompassing RT-Tujunga-Erwin- 600 .. 250 100 150
N. Hollywood-Whithall-LA/Verdugo-Crystal Springs- -
Headworks-Glendale/Burbank Well Fields :
Narrows area (below confluence ofVesdugo 900 300 150 15 }
Wash with the LA River) , oo : B
. Eagle Rock Basin 800 150 100 o5 |
| San Gabriel Valley j |
Raymond Basin oL ;
Monk Hill sub-basin 450 100 100 o5 j
~Santa Anita area 450 100 - 100 05 ||
! Pasadena area 450 100 100 05 |
| Main San Gabriel Basin :
\ 'W&stemza'rea' 450 100 100 05 |
| Eastem area’ ’ . : : 600 100 100 0.5 |
| Puente Basin : o 1,000 300 150 10 |
Upper Santa Ana Valley
I Live Oak area 450 | 150 100 05 |
| Claremont Heights area 450 100 50 - |
‘{ Pomona area 300" 100 50 05 §f
| Chino area 450 - 20 15 -k
Spadra area 550 200 |- 120. 1.0 §
| Tierra Rejada 700 250 100 | .05 |
| Hidden Valley 1,000 250 250 | 10 |
| Lockwood Valley ) 1,000 . 300 20 20 |
| Hungry Valley and Peace Valley : 500 150 50 10 |f N
' ' L3
. "3 e
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TﬁousandOaks area

Triunfo Canyon area
Lindero Canyon area
| Las Virgenes Canyon area
| Conejo-Tierra Rejada Voicanic area*
J| Santa Monica Mountains—southem slopes
—' Camario .area
ft Point Dume area
{ Mahbu Valley
B Topanga Canyon area:
‘San Pedro Channel Islands ’
| Anacapa Island
San Nicolas Istand

: »s'anmpatbara Istand

a. Objecbvesiorgroundwaﬁetsoutsadeofmemaprbashsisﬁedonthistableandoulhednanure1-9havenotbeenspecﬁealy !
“listed. However, ground waters outside of the major basins are, in many cases, significant sources of water. Furthermore, ground
waters outside of the major basins are either potential or existing sources ofwalerbtdawngmdient basins and, as.such objectives °
' mmedowngmdientbasmsshalapplytomeseareas

b. Basins are numbered according to Bulletin 118-80 (Department of Water Resources, 1980).

c. GroundwaﬁlsnthePlasPomtarea(betweenmelawerVenturaRwerandRmconPomt)amnotoonsuderedbcoppnseamapf ]
basin, and accordingly have not been designated a basin number by the California Department ofWaterResources(DWR)or
outlined on Figure 1-8. i

d. The Santa Clara River Valey (4-4), Pleasant Valley (4-6), Arroyo Santa Rosa Valey (4-7) and Las Posas Valley (4-8) Ground Water
Basins have been combined and deslgnated as the Ventura Central Basin (DWR, 1980).

e. The category for the Foothill Wells area in previous Basin Plan incorrectly groups ground water in the Foothill area ﬁilh ground wal:er
in the Sunland-'l’u;unga area. Accordingly, the new categories, Foothill area and Sunland-Tujunga area, replace lhe old Foothill Wells
area.

f.~AlofﬂnegmundwaterhtheManSanGabuelBasnisoovemdbymeob;echvesistedunderMamSanGabnelBJsm Eastern
area and Western area. Wainut Creek, Big Dalton Wash, andthﬂeDamnWashseparatemeEastemareammEWesbmarea ]
(see dashed line on Figure 2-17). Any ground water upgradient of theseareasnssubjeettodowngradiem beneﬁctaiusesand ]
objectives, as explained in Footnote a. - :

g. The border between Regtons4andBeross&cﬂ1eUpperSamAnaValleyGroundWaterBasm

h. Ground water in the Conejo-Tierra Rejada Volcanic Area occurs primarily in fractured volcanic rocks in the westem Sarm Monica
Mountains and Conejo Mountain areas. These areas have not been delineated on Figure 1-9. 3

i. With the exception of ground water in Malibu Valley (DWRBasm No. 4-22), ground waters along the southern slop&s of the - Santa
Monica Mountains are not considered fo comprise a major basin and aecordhgly have not been designated a basm numbet by the
California Department of Water Resources (DWR) or oulﬁned on Figure 1-9. ;

i DWR has not designaﬁed basins for ground waters on tl'le San Pedro Channel Islands. ) 7 : =
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~ Statewide Objectives for Ocean
~Waters |

The State Board’s Water Quality Control Plan for
Ocean Waters of California (Ocean Plan) and the
Water Quality Control Plan for Control of
Temperature in the Coastal and Interstate Waters
and Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of California
(Thermal Plan) and any revision thereto, shall also
apply to all ocean waters of the Region. These
plans are described in Chapter 5, Plans and
‘Policies. Copies of these plans can be obtained at
the Office of Legislative and Public Affairs (OLPA) in
Sacramento or at the Regional Board office.

Site Spécific Objectives

While many pollutants are regulated under federal,
state or regionally applied water quality standards,
the Regional Board supports the idea of developing
site-specific objectives (SSOs) in appropriate
_circumstances. Site-specific, or reach-specific,
objectives are already in place for some parameters
(i.e., mineral quality). These were established to
protect a specific beneficial use or were based on

antidegradation policies. The development of site- -

specific objectives requires complex and resource
_intensive studies; resources will limit the number of
studies that will be performed in any given year. In
addition, a Use Attainability Analysis (UAA) study
will be necessary if the attainment of designated

" ‘aquatic life or recreational beneficial uses is in

- question. UAAs include waterbody surveys and

assessments which define existing uses, determine
appropnateness of the existing and designated
uses, and project potential uses by examining the
waterbody’s physical, chemical, and biological
characteristics. Under certain conditions, a
designated use may be changed if attaining that use
would result in substantial and widespread
economic and social impacts. Uses that have been
attained can not be removed under a UAA analysis. -
- If a UAA study is necessary, that study must be
‘completed before a SSO can be determined. Early
planmng and coordination with Regional Board staff
will: be critical to the development of a successful
plan for developing SSOs

Site-specific objectives must be based on sound
scientific data in order to assure protection of

beneficial uses. There may be several acceptable
'methods for developing site-specific objectives. A

BASIN PLAN - JUNE 13, 1994

detailed workplan will be developed with Regional
Board staff and other agencies (if appropriate)

" based on the specific pollutant and site involved.
~ State Board staff and the USEPA will participate in

the development of the studies so that there is
agreement on the proms from the begmmng of the '

study.

Although each study will be unique, there are
several elements that should be addressed in order
to justify the need for a site-specific objective. '
These may include, but are not limited to:

o Demonstration that the site in question has
different beneficial uses (e.g., more or less
sensitive species) as demonstrated in a UAA or
that the site has physical or chemical
characteristics that may alter the blologlcal
availability or toxicity of the chemical. |

. Provide a thorough review of 'cu‘rfeht technology
and technology-based limits which can be
achieved at the facility(ies) on the study reach.

e Provide a thorough review of historical limits and
compliance with these limits at all facvlmes in the
study reach.

e Conduct a detailed economic analysis of '
- compliance with existing, proposed objectives.

¢ Conduct an analysis of compliance anél
consistency with all federal, state, and: reglonal
_plans and policies.

Once it is agreed that a site-specific objective is
needed, the studies are performed, and an objective
is developed, the following criteria must be
addressed in the proposal for the new oﬂect:ve

* Assurance that aquatic life and terrestrgal
predators are not currently threatened or impaired
from bioaccumulation of the specific pollutant and
that the biota will not be threatened or impaired by
the proposed site-specific level of this pollutant.
Safe tissue concentrations will be deter;mined from
the literature and from consultation wnth the
California Department of Fish and Game and the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. .

For terrestnal predators, the presence absence
or threat of harmful bioaccumulated pollutants will
be detenmned through consuitation wntt? the
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1.

CALIFORN!A REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
' LOS ANGELES REGION -
January 27,1997
Resolution No. 97-02

- Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan to incorporate a
- POIicy for Addnssmg Legels of Chioride in Discharyes of Wastewaters

_ WHEREAS ﬂxeCalifoma RegoonalWatetQuaﬁtyControlBoard LosAngel&sReglonﬁndsmat i

In 1975, ﬁweReguonal Board&ctabﬁshedwaterquamyobjecbvesforchbnde mmoaofthe

f

Region’s waterbodies based on background concentrations of chiloride, in accordance with the

" Statement of Policy with Respect to Maintaining High Quality Water in California (State Board

Resolution No. 68-16, commonly known as the State Antidegradation Policy) am:lthefederal
Antidegradation Policy (as set forth in 40 CFR 131.12). Waterquaﬁtyobpclwesarethebas:s
“for limits in Waste Discharge Requirements that are préscribed by the Regional Board. -

When water quality objectives for chioride were set in accordance with the State
Antldegradatron Policy and the federal Antidegradation Policy, the Regional Board assume;d
that chloride concentrations in imported waters would remain relatively Jow. Since 1975,
however, chioride concentrations in supply waters imported into the Region have been 'é
increasing. During the Iate 1980s, drought in watersheds that are sources of imported supply
waters made it difficult for many dlschargers in the Los Angeles Regvon to comply. with wa’(er

_ quality limits for chioride.

‘In addition to relatively high chioride levels in supply waters chioride levels in wastewaters in
the Region can be affected by salt loading that occurs during ‘beneficial use and treatment of
supply waters and wastewaters. In some areas of the Regnon a significant amount of loadmg

~ may occur from the use of water softeners.

" In 1990; the Regional Board adopted Resolution No. 90-04: Effects of Drought-Induced Water

Supply Changes and Water Conservation Measures on Compliance with Waste Dlschatge;
Requirements within the Los Angeles Region. This resolution, commonly referred to as the
Drought Policy, was intended to provide short-term and temporary relief to dischargers

‘were unable to comply with limits for chioride due to the effects of drought on chioride levels in
supply waters imported into the Region. f

1
1.

 For those dischargers, who appiied for relief under the Drought Policy, the Regional Board i

temporarily reset fimits on concentrations of chioride at the lesser of Ozsolngll..w(')lbe

- chloride concentrations in supply waters plus 85 mg/L. Anmponantcondibonofmsrew

that dischargers demonstrate that high chioride concentrations in.their discharges of 1
wastewatesaemmncmsedsﬁntybvebnsuppwmwmmerm;

" areas. mmmmmmmwmmmm

Region are the cause of exceedances of chloride limits in discharges of wastewaters,

. However, mnyomermsdwgersbavendyetadequatewass&mdmesmme(s}drelawév

high levels of chloride in wastewaters and the extent to which exceedances are due to facfors
suchasdxbndemsupplywatersaﬁmsgnﬁwﬁchbmebadmgmbeneﬁaalmané
treatment of supply waters and wastewaters. -

Nmmbens 1&95
Revised January 10, 1997

Revised January "27.';1?_7,
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Resolution No. 97.02
Page Two

 “The drought ended before the Drought Policy was dué to expiré in 1993. However, because

water supply reseivoirs still had high chioride concentrations in 1993 and because water

_,suppﬁersestinateqmatiwouldtake 12.to 18 months for complete replenishment oflmporbd
,watemhr&semks,meRegbnd‘BoadmmedmeDrmhth’wthmerSWagah_
in February 1995ﬂmeD:urgh{PoﬁcyctnrerMysmetoexpteonthewﬁetofFebnxary27. _

Chioride levels in supply waters imported mtotheRegion andmr&eewonrs aré_nolonger

The Reglonal Board recognizes tbesborlage of water in the Reglon andthe need toconserve

@ aﬁ approach fo permanently reset water quality objectives for chioride in certain ;
surface waters, using levels of chioride in water supply plus: a chloride loading factor.:

(b)' aneed to assess long-term loading trendsforchlondeand other sarmeoonstltuents _




10.

11.

12

13.

. _PMecbonAgency

Resolution No. 97-02
“Page Three =~

TbeSecreiaxyomeumhascertﬁedﬂrebasmplannhg exemptfmmceriam -

requirements under the California Environmental QualityAcl(CEQA) including preparation an
initial study, anegahvedeclamatﬁenwonmemalmpactrepoﬂ(ﬁﬂe 14, California Code
of Regulations, Section 15251). As per this certification, an amendment to the Basin Plan is

oonsudered’fmcbonanyequwalem'toanmibalsmdy negatwededatabon, andenvwonmental

Anyregnlatoryprogramofﬁ\eReglonal Boadoerbﬂedasﬁnﬂnmﬂy equivalent, however
must satisfy the documentation requirements of Title 23, California Code of Regulations, -
Section 377(a), whochreqmresanenv:ronmentalcheckﬁstwilhad&scnpbonofmeproposed

- activity, and a determination with respect to significant environmental impacts. On November .

15, 1996, the Regional Board distributed information regarding aptoposedamendmenttome
Basin Plan to incorporate a Policy for Addressing Levels of Chloride in Discharges of -
Wastewaters (Chloride_Policy). This information included an environmental checklist, a | )
description of the proposed amendment to the Basin Plan, and a determination that the _
proposed amendment could not have a significant effect on the environment. i

“The public has had reasonable opportunity to parhc'pate in review of the amendment to the

Basin-Plan. Efforts to soficit public review and comment include: ‘public notification, more than
45 days preceding Board action; public workshops, held on December 2, 1996, December 3,
1996, and January 6, 1997; responses from the Regional Board to oral and written oomments
received from the public, and a public hearing- held on January 27, 1997. :

In amendlng the Basin Plan, the Reglonal Board consvdered factors set forth in section 13241

“of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Caﬁfom'a Water Code, Division 1, Chapier 2, -
Article 3, et seq., plus others). : : )

, .

The amendment is consistent with the State Anttdegradahon Pol:cy (State Board Resolutnon
No. 68-16), in-that the changes. to water quality objectives (i) consider maximum benefits 'to the
people of the state, (ii) will not unreasonably affect present and anticipated beneficial. useg of
waters, and (i) will not result in water quality less than that prescribed in policies. Likewise,
the amendment is oonslstem with the federal Ant:degradahon Policy (40 CFR 131.12). |

Revmnofwaterquﬁyob;echv%btdibMessubjedmapmwalbymeStateWateﬂ -
ResoumCormoIBoad.theStateOfﬁoeofAdmxmstrabveLaw andtheUSEnvmnmental

: i
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Resolution No. o702 |
. PageFour
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: _ 3
1. Waterquaﬁtyobpchmbrdﬂwﬂehroeﬂamsudacewamwmbemsedasspeaﬁed
’ |
|
_ mmmmwmm(mmm _ OmgL R
‘B bewaMAnaFrmayonly) |
I mmm»mmmmcmmmsmmm |
San Gabriel River—between Valley Bivd. and Firestone Bivd. (inchuding Whittier |
§ Narrows Flood Control Basin, audSanJoseCreekdwnstteamof?imeonty) ll
Thesenewobjecbv%aresetatmebwerof()levelsneededbpmtectbeneﬁaal uses or(")
chloride levels in supply waters imported into the Region plus a chioride loading factor of 85 !
mg/L. 1helevelsatwmchthenewwaterquamyob;ectmhavebeensetareexpectedto ;
.accommodate fluctuations in chloride concentrations that may be due to future drought.
Although the new water quality objectives do not match ‘background levels of chioride, they
nevertheless are expected to'be fully protectwe of drinking water and freshwater aquatic life.
2.

|
Duehoonoemsexpressedabommepotenhalforﬁnmeadvetsempadstoagncmmml i ‘l

resources in Véntura County, water quality objectives for chioride in the Santa Clara River: and o
Calleguas Creek watersheds will not be revised at this time. To address compliance problems. \
with chioride limits based on existing water quality objectives, the Regional Board hereby Il
grants variances (interim relief) to existing dischargers identified on Attachment A. The l
!

Execubveomoensdirectedtonohfyth&semschargersmatmeyaresubjecttosurfaceweéer
mtenm!milsspecmedbelow R

mmmwwwmmmmmym , 190 moi. ‘.

Santa Ciara Rives-between West Pis Higlheoy 9 and Blos Cif gaghg sation 150 mgh. )

mmmﬁmmmmmmamnm) 190 mgiL ]
! ' S 160 Mol L

m'mnmmmwmmm RIS N 150mon ‘
B

|

Q
)
Q
@
&
N
N



" Page Five '

watetsheds,(”)assosss'gmﬁmntsoumesofchbnde load'mg,and(“’)oonbngentuponresults

* of the chioride. loading assessment, identify cost-effective ways that could protect beneficial

uses of waters in the Santa Clara and Calleguas Creek watersheds. Should these issues not
be resolved within the three-year variance period, the Regional Board intends to renew the -

Mﬂ)eaﬂofmevamnoepemmeRegomlBoadmyrewnsﬂerrevsmbwaterqmmy o

objecbvesforchbmemmeSaanIaraRwerandCalbguasCreekwatecsheds Future

" revisions of water quality objectives will consider chioride levels in supply waters (including

fluctuations that may be due to future drought conditions), reasonable loading factors during -

-beneficial use and treatment of supply waters and wastewaters, methods that could control
- chloride loading, andﬂ\eassoaatedoostsandeﬁechven&ssofﬂ\evamusbadmoonh'ol

methods

- Toaddressmeneedtooonbnueand.asappropnate. unpmvetlaclong andassessmentoi

salinity loading throughout the Region, publicly-owned treatment works (POTWs) shall be

required, as part of their NPDES permits, to monitor and assess salinity concentrations denve&'
" from: (i) source waters, (i) loading that occurs during beneficial use of supply waters, and (i)
loading that occurs during treatment and disinfection of supply waters and wastewaters.

Furthermore, those POTWs not already monitoring and assessing chloride loading from
industrial sources shall expand their pre-treatment programs to include such assessments

Momtonng data and assessments shall be reported by the POTWs to the Regional Board on
an annual basis; the content and format of these reports shall be subject to approval by tﬁe
Executive Officer of the Regional Board. :

To address water qua!ity problerns from water soﬂemng processes throughout the Regnorr, the
Regional Board recommends that water suppliers, POTWSs, and representatives of the water -
softener industry undertake educational campaigns, targeting residential, commercial,, and
industrial water consumers, on issues relating to water hardness, water quality problems E
associated with water softeners, and types of water softeners (encouragmg the use of those
types of softeners that pose less of a threat to water quality). : . i,,

'Toaddresschlondebadﬁ\gmatoccursdumgtreaﬂnentanddismfecbon ofsupplywatersand

mmmmmmmmmmm

'mmmmammmmmmmmmemmm

-CmeeMUpmmestmdmesaﬁnﬁybadhgmeasmseﬁom:mpamgmpth)

through (5) immediately above, the Regional Board may consider other salinity control
rmeasures at a later date, Mmmynﬂude—btnasenotmedto-salbad’mg
fees, bans or restrictions on inefficient water and/or se!f—regemratmg"typesofsoﬂener&g :
regulatory controls of agricultusal discharges, and expansion of POTW pretreatment programs
mmmmmmmm

Watetquamyobjeeuvesfuchbndewil nolbedztgedformeb%dwatersoftheReglord s
major stream systems. - Furthermore, due to, concems over degradation of ground waters

_stored in the Region’s basins, water quaiity objectives for chioride in ground waters will not be

changed. In accordance with the State Antidegradation Policy, water quality : o
Mvsamﬂdaﬂmmmmmmﬁydmwm
andgvomdwaiels. _

0000373-.
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Resolution No. 97-02
Page Six

‘8. Resolution No. 90-04: Effects of Drought-induced Water Supply Changes and Waler
Conservation Measures on Compliance with Waste Discharge Requirements within the Los
- Angeles Region (Drought Policy), which was intended to provide short-term and temporary:
relief to dischargers who were unable to comply with limits for chioride due to the effects of -
,Wmmmmwrmswmmﬂhmmﬁmmm; '

'VVhimensommnaMamdmentmmeBasnanaemdermewbymeStateWater _
~ Resources Control Board, Office of Administrative Law, and the US Environmental Protection
Agency, the Regional Board will evaluate compliance consistent with provisions set forth in this

I, JohnNorton,AchngExecubveOfﬁoer doherebyoerbfyﬂwatmeforegomglsaml! true,andcorrect _

copy of a Resolution adopted by the California Regional Water Quamy COntrol Board, Los Angeles
Region on January 27, 1997.

\_l:s// ///k”/t S
. Jolyh Norton '
! ing Executive Ofﬁcer
WP _

0000374
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Resolution No. 97-02
Page Seven
AmerﬁnenttoﬂnWaterQwIilyContmlPlantoincorporatea '

Pohcy forAddressing Levels of Chloride in Discharges of Wastewaters

Aﬂachment A

Publicly—owned Treatment Plants Subject to a Varianoe from
Chloride Limits Based on Exisﬁng Water Quamy Objectw&s

Publicly-owned Treatment Piam

'Saugus Water Reclamation Plant -
26200 Springbrook Road, Saugus

Valencia Water Reclamation Plant
28185 The Old Road, Valencia. .

~ Santa Paula Wastewater Reclamation Facility
' "~ 905 Corporate Street, Santa Paula

City of Simi Valley Water Quality Contro} Facility
' 600 West Los Angeles Avenue, Simi Valley

Moorpark Wastewater Treatment Plant -
- 9550 Los Angeles Avenue, Moorpark -

TR e L+ e SR

County Sanitatm Districts of Los
Angeles County :

" County Sanitation Districts of Los

Angeles County
City of Santa Paufa & Ventura Regnonal
Sanitation District t

: |

|

City of Simi Valley

Ventura County Waterworks Drstnct No. 15

CamrosaWastewatetTmu Plant , Vet'mtacwnyRegional'Sanitation Dstm%t&
L'ewisRoad&Poh'emRoaO,Casmﬁb- Camwosa County Water District |
Hill Ganyon Wastewatss Treatment Plant City of Thousand Oaks
QGDOSanta Rosa Road, Camarillo ;
OlsenRoa’dwaterReciamaﬁonPiam . City of Thousand Oaks ‘
' 2025 Olsen Road, Thousand Oaks , E

Camarillo Sanitary District Water Reclamation Plart =~ Camarilo Sanitary District :
150 East Howard Road, Camarifio - - SRR &

000037'3
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Table 3-8. Water Quafity Objectives for Selected Constituents in Inland Surface Waters* (cont)

Mmmhmnbdmm. .

| e
i

i
i
{
i

‘Between Figueroa Street and Los Angeles 1500 | 350 | 507 9 8
River Estuary (Wllow Streef). Includes Rio , | 98 e

Hondo below Santa Ana Freeway

Rio Hondo above Santa Ana Freeway * 750 30 | _1se-/8¢ g 8 1!
. fi

" Santa Anita Creek above Santa Anita’ 250 .30 710,
spreading grounds.

E'at'on:Canyon(;teekaboveEamDam . 200 30
Amroyo Seco above spreading grounds - 300 40 15
=
30

(=]
-

Big Tujunga Creek above Hansen Dam 350

8
w (e |a |«

‘Pacoima Wash above Pacoima spreading ' 250

Above Moris Dam = 250°] 30 | 10 | os 2

* ‘Between Morris Dam and Ramona Bivd. 450 | 100 100 05 . 8.
Between Ramona Bivd. and Firestone Bivd. | 750 | 300 | 150739 1.0 8
Between Firestone Bivd. and San Gabriel _ ' no%wodyspecﬂi:objecﬁves'
River Estuary (downstream from Willow : - :

ARl other minor San Gabriel Mountain steams | 300 40 5 | g f
tributary to San Gabriel Valley ' . .

_San Nicolas Istand , ' : ' : no waterbody specific objectives *
Santa Barbara island - , ' no waterbody specific objectives !
Santa Catafina Istand - 1 o waterbody specific objectives’
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'T.abie3-8. WWWMMWEMSWW'(M) '

a. mwmsmsmmpmmﬂmbwmabwmwmammm
~quality objectives for waterbodies and constiluents where sufficient information is presently unavailable, Any new: d
mmwmmmwummmmmmaomdnmemm '

b. Mmbmmwmmam quwﬁyobpmmappiedba]wam !
mbmmw-mem SeeF'qmsz-lbz-wﬁrm

c. mmmmlyocwmbomnmsulsnmnwmahonshghefmanmesuedolyeoﬁve asie-specﬁcobjecuvemybe
deﬁemmedoaawse—by—wsebasts.

d. ,NMWMnmnimgen(NOS-N+N02-N) mehckofadequaienﬁngendahforals&eamsprechdedme
Mbishmentofnmvemlob]ecuv&shtalstreams.

e. Sodium adsorption ratio (SAR) predicts the degree to which #rigation water tends to enter nto wtcon—exdlange reactnons in soﬂ.
SAR = Na+l((Ca++ + Mg++)/2)1/2

f. Siﬁe-speaﬁcobjewVeshavemtbeendemledfwmfeadlesatmsm ﬂmeamsareoﬁenmpaued(byughlevelsof
‘minerals) and there is not sufficient historic data to designate objectives based on natural background conditions. The following. |
table flustrates the mineral or nutrient quality necessary fo protect different categories of beneficial uses and will be used as a .
guideline for establishing effluent limits in these cases. Pwtechonofﬂzemostwnsiwebeneﬁaaluse(s)wouﬂbemedebnnmmg %

- criteria for the selection of effluent fmis.

VA, 0"

— Boroficial Use Categor
Objective MUN (Drinking Water | PROC AGR ' EXFrshwty) |

(mg) N (O AQUIFE'(Frshwtr) | GWR

Standards) ! . , : 3
DS | s00uSEPA 50-1500 2% | 450-2000 23 | Limits based on’
. secondary MCL) _ ' i { appropriate i

Chioride 250 (USEPA 20-10002° | 100355 > | 230 (4 day ave. groundwater basin
_ . secondary MCL) _ . oonhnucmsconc)‘ beneficial uses
" Sulfate 400-500 (USEPA © 20300 ** 350-600 * !

Boron. ' B -~ | o540

'Nimgen to(USEPAMcL) :

. Referecme: 1)IBEPA CFR § 141 etseq..Z)McKeeandWol 1963 3)Ayelsandwmot. 1985 4)USEPA, 1988.5)WM
PohﬁonconﬁolFedelam 1989, 6) USEPA, 1973, 7) USEPA 1980, 8) Ayers, 1977.
Aqnaﬁcienchd&eavawtyofBeneﬁaalUssndﬂthARM.OOLD SPWN, MIGR and RARE.

Agnwlmalwpplysnota_beneﬁaai useofmesmfacewatefhﬂlespeaﬁedveadt
RioHondosptead‘mgmmdsareloabd ‘above the Santa Ana Freeway

i mmmmbalmmmmmmmmmemmmmm
) headwaters to the canyon mouth. H

EN mmwatereomsesarepmnadylowiedntheSanuAnaRegm Wembrquaﬂyobjeduesformesesheamshavebeen
: eestabfished by Santa Ana Region. Dashedhosnd‘utehatnume:mlobpe&veshavemtbeenwlabﬁshed hmﬂevlernauaﬁve. R
oqecﬁv&shalapply ReferiomeSantaAnaRegmBasmPlanformtedelais. . . N

(o
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: State of California
Cahforma Reglonal Water Qnahty Control Board, Los Angeles Reglon

RESOLUTION NO. 01-013
September 19, 2001

 Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles Region
to Incorporate a Total Maximum Daily Load for Trash in the Los Angeles Rlver
- Watershed :

',WHEREAS the Cahforma Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles

V'Reglon, finds that:

1.

iincluding Peck Lake, Echo Lake, and Lincoln Lake.

The Federal Clean Water Act (CW A) requires the Cahforma Reglonal Water Quahty '
Control Board (Regional Board) to develop water quality ob]ectlves which are sufficient to
protect beneficial uses for each water body found within its region. -
A consent decree between the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U SEPA), Heal the
Bay, Inc. and BayKeeper, Inc. was- approved on March 22, 1999. This court order directs |
the USEPA to complete Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) for all impaired waters
within 13 years. A schedule was established in the consent decree for the completion of the
first 29 TMDLs within 7 years. The remaining TIV[DLs will be scheduled by Regional
Board staff within the 13-year pcnod

The elements of a TMDL are described in 40 CFR 130.2 and 130.7 and section 303(d) of -
the CWA, as well as in USEPA guidance documents (Report No. EPA/440/4-91/001). A
TMDL is defined as the sum of the individual wasteload allocations for point sources and
load allocations for nonpoint sources and natural background (40 GFR 130.2). Regulations
further stipulate that TMDLs must be set at levels necessary to attain and maintain the
apphcable narrative and numeric water quality standards with seasonal variations and a
margin of safety that takes into account any lack of knowledge concerning the relationship
between effluent limitations and water quality (40 CFR 130.7(c)(1)). The regulations in 40
CFR 130.7 also state that TMDLs shall take into account critical conditions for stream
flow, loading and water quality parameters.

Upon establishment of TMDLs by the State or USEPA, the State is required to incorporate
the TMDLs along with appropriate implementation measures into the State Water Quality
Management Plan (40 CFR 130.6(c)(1), 130.7). This Water Quality Control Plan for the
Los Angeles Region (Basin Plan), and applicable statewide plans, serve as the State Water
Quality Management Plans governing the watersheds under the jurisdiction of the Regional
Board

The Los Angeles RIVCI' is located in Los Angeles County, California. The Los Angeles
River flows 51 miles from the western end of the San Fernando Valley to the Queensway
Bay and Pacific Ocean at Long Beach. ‘Also part of the watershed are a number of lakes

SN

|



10.

11.

12.

13.

R&sohmon No. 01-013
‘Page2

 On January 25, 2001, the Regional Board adopted a Basin Plan Amendment (R'esolutionr
01-006) incorporating the Los Angeles River Trash TMDL into the Water Quality

Control Plan (Basin Plan) for the Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles and Ventura
Counties. Notice of the hearing was not published by the Regional Board in a newspaper
of general circulation.

Staff have proposed changes to the January 25, 2001 trash TMDL to provide clanfymg

language and greater flexibility in the TMDL implementation. -

‘On September 19, 2001, prior to the Board's action on this resolution, a public heanng

was conducted. Notice of the hearing was published in accordance with the requirements
of Water Code section 13244. The first notice was published in the Los Angeles Times,
on June 19, 20, and 21, 2001, for a September 13, hearing. This hearing was rescheduled
for September 19, 2000 and notice of this change was published in the Los Angeles
Times on September 6, 2001. The entire administrative record, including transcripts from
the January 25, 2001, public hearing have been entered into the record considered for thlS
resolution.

The Regional Board has recon51dered its action of ‘January 25 2001. This resolutlon
supercedes Resolution 01-006.

The pubhc has had reasonable opportunity to participate in review of the amendment to

the Basin Plan. Efforts to solicit public review and comment include release of'a

preliminary draft Trash TMDL on March 17, 2000, a public hearing on January 25, 2001 j

and a public hearing on.September 19, 2001, seven public workshops, meetings with

every stakeholder who requested such (ten meetings), and responses from the Reglonali
Board staff to oral and written comments received from the public.

In amendmg the Basin Plan, the Regional Board conmdered the factors set forth in
sections 13240 and 13241 of the Water Code.

The amendment is consistent with the State Anti-degradation Policy (State Board
Resolution No. 69-16), in that the changes to water quality objectives (i) consider i
maximum benefits to the people of the state, (ii) will not unreasonably affect present and :
anticipated beneficial use of waters, and (iii) will not result in water quality less than that :
prescribed in policies. Likewise, the amendment is consistent with the federal Anti-
degradation Policy (40 CFR 131.12).

The basin planning process has been certified as functionally equivalent to the California

' Environmental Quality Act requirements for preparing environmental documents and is,

14,

therefore, exempt from those reqmrements (Public Resources Code section 21000 et
seq.)-

Revision of water quality objectives for trash is subject to approval by the State Water
Resources Control Board, the State Office of Adxmmstratwe Law, and the US
Environmental Protection Agency.




Resolution No. 01-013
Page 3

- THEREFORE, be it resolved that pursuant to sections 13240 and 13241 of the R
Water Code, the Reglona] Board hereby amends the Basin Plan as follows:

1. Amend Chapter 3 and Chapter 7 of the Los Angeles Region Water Qﬁality
Control Plan to incorporate the elements of the Los Angeles River Trash TMDL as
described in Attachment A attached hereto-and incorporated herein by this reference. -

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED this Resolution supercedes Resolution 01-006. '
I, Dennis A. Dickerson, Executlve Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a

full, true, and correct copy of a resolution adopted by the California Regional Water
Quallty Control Board, Los Angeles Reglon, on Septemberl9 2001. ;

Original signed by

~Dennis A. Dickerson
Executive Officer




Attachment A to Resolution No. 01-013

Améndments
to the
‘Water Qu@litjCOntrol Pian - Los Angeles' Rég‘ion
| forfhe | - o o f\

p——

Los Angeles River Trash TMDL




Atﬁendtnents:

Table of Contents
Add:

Chapter 7. Total Max:lmum Daily Loads (TMDLs) Summanes
Los Angeles River Trash TMDL* '

'List of Figures, Tables and Inserts
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Chapter 7. Total Maximum Dally Loads (TMDLs) Summanes
Los Angeles River Trash TMDL*

This TMDL was adopted by:

The Regional Water Quality Control Board on September 19, 2001.
The State Water Resources Control Board on [Insert Date].

The Office of Administrative Law on [Insert Date].

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency on [Insert Date].

The following table summarizes the key eleménts of this TMDL.

Table 7-2.1 Los Angeles River: Trash TMDL Elements

Element

‘Derivation of Numbers

Problem Stdtement _

Trash in the Los Angeles River is causing unpalrment of -
beneficial uses. The following designated beneficial uses are
impacted by trash: water contact recreation (REC1); non- |
contact water recreation (REC2); warm freshwater habitat

(WARM); wildlife habitat (WILD), estuarine habitat (ES’I‘), mamne

habitat (MAR); rare and threatened or endangered species |
(RARE); migration of aquatic organisms (MIGR); spawning,

reproduction and early development of fish (SPWN); commercial

and sport fishing (COMM); shellfish harvesting (SHELL); Wetl and

habitat (WET); and cold freshwater habitat (COLD).

Numeric Target

Zero trash in the river.

(interpretation of the
narrative water quality |
objective, used to calculate :
the load allocations) . : 7
Source Analysis . Stormwater discharge is the major source of trash in the river.
Loading Capacity Zero. '
Load A:ilocatiozls Phased reduction for a penod of 10 years, from existing baselme
load to zero (0). i
Implementation This TMDL will be implemented through stormwater permits and
: , via the authority vested in the Executive Officer by section
1 13267 of the Porter-Cologge Water Quality Control Act (Water
: Code section 13000 et seq.). 7 '
Margin of Safety : “Zero dJSCharge is a c’onsemative standard which contains ail

1mp11(:1t margin of safety.

Seasonal Variations and
Crzttcal Condzttons

Dlscharge of trash from the storm drain occurs primarily duri
or shortly after a rain event of greater than 0.25 inches.

ng

*The complete administrative record for the TMDL is available for review upon request.




7 ' State of California o
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region

RESOLUTION NO. 01-014
September 19, 2001

. Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles Reglon
to Incorporate a Total Maximum Daily Load for Trash in the Ballona Creek and
“Wetland.

WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles
Reglon, finds that'

. Los Angeles Region (Basin Plan), and applicable statewide plans, serve as the State Water

The Federal Clean Water Act (CWA) requires the California Regional Water Quality

Control Board (Regional Board) to develop water quality objectives which are suﬂiclent to :

protect beneficial uses for each water body found within its region.

. A consent decree between the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), Heal the

Bay, Inc. and BayKeeper, Inc. was approved on March 22, 1999. This court order directs
the USEPA to complete Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) for all impaired waters

within 13 years. A schedule was established in the consent decree for the completion of the '

first 29 TMDLs within 7 years. The remaining TMDLs will be scheduled by Regional
Board staff within the 13-year period.

The elements of a TMDL are described in 40 CFR 130.2 and 130.7 and section 303(d) of
the CWA, as well as in USEPA guidance documents (Report No. EPA/440/4-91/001). A
‘TMDL is defined as the sum of the individual waste load allocations for point sources and
load allocations for nonpoint sources and natural background (40 CFR 130.2). Regulations
further stipulate that TMDLs must be set at levels necessary to attain and maintain the
apphcable narrative and numeric water quality standards with seasonal variations and a
margin of safety that takes into account any lack of knowledge concerning the relationship
between effluent limitations and water quality (40 CFR 130.7(c)(1)). The regulations in 40

" CFR 130.7 also state that TMDLs shall take into account critical conditions for stream

flow, loading and water quality parameters.

Upon establishment of TMDLs by the State or USEPA, the State is required to incorpdrate
the TMDLs along with appropriate implementation measures into the State Water Quality
Management Plan (40 CFR 130.6(c)(1), 130.7). This Water Quality Control Plan for the

Quality Management Plans govemmg the watersheds under the Junsdlctlon of the Regional
Board.

Ballona Creek is located in Los Angeles County, California. Ballona Creek flows slightly
over 10 miles from the City of Los Angeles, through Culver City, reaching the ocean at
Playa del Rey. Adjacent to the downstream channel ‘of Ballona Creek are the Marina del

Rey Harbor, Ballona Lagoon, Venice Canals, Del Rey Lagoon, and Ballona Wetlands.

S
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Resolutlon No. 01-014
Page 2

On January 25, 2001, the Regional Board adopted a Basin Plan Amendment (Resolution

'01-006) incorporating the Los Angeles River Trash TMDL into the Water Quality

Control Plan (Basin Plan) for the Coastal ‘Watersheds of Los Angeles and Ventura
Counties.

Staff have smce proposed changes to the January 25, 2001 Los Angeles River Trash

TMDL to provide clarifying language and greater flexibility in the TMDL
implementation. The Los Angeles River Trash TMDL is to be used as a template for the
Ballona Creek Trash TMDL.

On September19, 2001, prior to the Board's. action on th1s resolutlon, public hearmgs
were conducted on the Los Angeles River Trash TMDL and the Ballona Creek Trash
TMDL. Notice of the hearing for the Ballona Creek Trash TMDL was published in
accordance with the requirements of Water Code section 13244. The first notice was
published in the Los Angeles Times on June 21, 22, and 23, 2001 for a September 13,
hearing. This hearing was rescheduled for September 19, 2001 and notice of this change

‘was published in the Los Angeles Times on September 6, 2001.

- The entire adm1mstratlve record, from the Los Angeles River Trash TMDL, including the

transcripts from the January 25, 2001 and September 19, 2001 public hearings, has been
incorporated into the administrative record by reference for the Ballona Creek Trash
TMDL to be considered for this resolution.

The public has had reasonable opportunity to partlcrpate in review of the amendment to
the Basin Plan. Efforts to solicit public review and comment include release of a
preliminary draft of the Los Angeles River Trash TMDL on March 17, 2000, seven

_ public workshops, meetings with every stakeholder who requested such (ten meetmgs);

11.

12.

initial adoption of the Los Angeles River Trash TMDL on January 25, 2001, release of

the initial Ballona Creck Trash TMDL on March 9, 2001, a public hearing on September

19, 2001, and responses from the Regional Board staff to oral and written comments .

received from the public.

In amending the Basin Plan the Regional Board considered the factors set forth in
sections 13240 and 13241 of the Water Code.

The amendment is consistent with the State Anti-degradation Policy (State Board

- Resolution No. 69-16), in that the changes to water quality objectives (i) consider

13.

14.

maximum benefits to the people of the state, (ii) will not unreasonably affect present and |
anticipated beneficial use of waters, and (iii) will not result in water quality less than that -
prescribed in policies. Likewise, the amendment is consistent with the federal Anti- :
degradation Policy (40 CFR 131.12). ’

The basin planning process has been certified as functlonally equivalent to the Cahforma
Environmental Quality Act requirements for preparing environmental documents and is, -
therefore, exempt from those requn’ements (Public Resources Code section 21000 et

seq.)-

Revision of water quality objectives for trash is subject to approval by the State Water
Resources Control Board, the State Office of Administrative Law, and the US
Environmental Protection Agency.




Resolution No. 01-014 -

Page 3

THEREFORE, be it resolved that pursuant to sections 13240 and 13241 of the

Water Code, the Regional Board hereby amends the Basin Plan as follows:

1. Amend Chapter 3 and Chapter 7 of the Los Angeles Region Water Quality Control Plan
to incorporate the elements of the Ballona Creek Trash TMDL as described in Attachment A
attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.

1, Dennis A. Dickerson, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true,

and correct copy of a resolution adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Los Angeles Region, on September 19, 2001.

Original signed by

Dennis A. chkcrson
Executive Officer
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Amendments:

Table of Contents
Add:

Chapter 7. Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) Summaries
' Ballona Creek Trash TMDL*

List of Figures, Tables and Inserts
- Add:

Chapter 7. Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs)

Tables _

7-3 _Ballona Creek Trash TMDL -
7-3.1. Ballona Creek Trash TMDL Elements
7-3.2. Ballona Creek Trash TMDL Implementation Schedule
7-3.3. Ba]lona_Creek Trash 'TMDL Significant Dates

‘Chapter 3. Water Quality Objectives
Regional Objectives for Inland Surface Waters

3-9

Floating Material iy
: A fifth paragraph will be added under Floatmg Material referencmg :

-specific guidelines for Ballona Creek. Additional narrative to read:

"See additional regulatory guidelines described under the Ball@na
Creek Trash Total Maximum Daily Load { Chanter 7)." '

Sohd Suspended, or Settleable Materials 3-16

A fifth paragraph will be added under SOlld Suspended, | or
Settleable Materials referencing specific guidelines for the Ballena
Creek. Additional narrative to read: "See additional regulatory
guidelines described under the Ballona Creek Trash T@tal
Maximum Daily Load (Chanter n." :

e



Chapter 7. Total Maximum Dally Loads (TMDLs) Summaries
Ballona Creek Trash TMDL*

* This TMDL was adopted by:

The Regional Water Quality Control Board on September 19, 2001.
The State Water Resources Control Board on [Insert Date].

The Office of Administrative Law on [Insert Date].

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency on [Insert Date].

The following table sumhmrizes the key elements ,of this TMDL.

- Table 7-3.1 Ballona Creek' Trash TMDL Elements

or shortly after a rain event of greater than 0.25 inches.

Element - , Derivation of Numbers ]
| Problem Statement ‘Trash in Ballona Creek is causing impairment of beneficial uses. .
. The following designated beneficial uses are impacted by trash:
water contact recreation - (REC1); non-contact water recreatm}'i
| (REC2); warm freshwater habitat (WARM); wildlife habitat |
(WILD), estuarine habitat (EST) marine habitat (MAR); rare amd
threatened or endangered species (RARE); migration of aquati
organisms (MIGR); spawning, reproduction and early
development of fish (SPWN); commercial and sport fishing
{COMM); shellfish harvesting (SHELL); wetland habltat (WET},
and cold freshwater habitat {COLD).
Numeric Target Zero trash in the creek and wetland.
(interpretation of the :
narrative water quality
-| objective, used to calculate
the load allocations) : :
Source Analysis Stormwater discharge is the major source of trash in the cr
Loading Capacity Zero. ' ' '
Waste Load, Allocations | Phased reduction for a period of 10 years, from existing baseline
: ' load to zero. '
Implementation | This TMDL will be implemented through stormwater permits and.
' via the authority vested in the Executive Officer by section13267
of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act: Water Code
section 13000 et seq. ).
Margin of Safety “Zero discharge” is a conservative standard Which contains an
, - -| implicit margin of safety. ' '
Seasonal Variations and Dlscharge of trash from the storm drain occurs pnmanly during
Critical Conditions

*The cOmj)lete administrative record for the TMDL is available for review upon fequesf.

N/



Table 7-3.2 Ballona Creek Trash TMDL. Implementation Schedule.

(Default waste load allocations expressed as cublc feet of uncompressed trash and % reduction.)

Year ‘Baseline Momto.ﬂng/ Waste Load Allocation -Compliance Point
' Implementation. . _ 7 ' 7 7 ; o
1 Baselinc Monitoring | No allocation specified. Trash will be reduced | Achieved through timely compliance with
10/1/01-- : by levels collected during the baseline baseline monitoring program.
9/30/02 - monitoring program.. i_
2 Baseline Monitoring No allocation specified. Trash will be reduced | Achieved through timely comphance with
10/1/02-- ) © bylevels collected durmg the baseline baseline monitoring program.
9/30/03 monitoring program.
3 Baseline Monitoring 90% (9,985 for the Municipal permittees, No compliance poin‘t (target of 90"/.)
10/1/03— | (optional)/ 1,472 for Caltrans) : : ' §
-9/30/04 - § Implementation: Year 1 ° _ ) . i
-4 Baseline Monitoring 80% (8,875 for the Municipal permittees, “No compliance point (target of 80%} 7
10/1/04— | (optional)/ 1,308 for Caltrans) i
9/30/05 | Implementation: Year 2
5 Imiplementation: 70% (7,776 for the Municipal permittees; ) Compllanoe is 80% of the baselme load
10/1/05- | Year3 - 1,146 for Caltrans) : calculated as a rolling 3-year annual average
9/30/06 (8,875 for the Municipal perm]ttees;
7 . . : °1,308 for Caltrans). !
6 hnplemen’taﬁon: " 60% (6,656 for the Municipal permittees; 70% of the baseline load the baseline load
10/1/06— | Year 4 981 for Caltrans)  calculated as a rolling 3-year annual average
- 9/30/07 (7,776 for the Municipal permittees; 1, 146 for
_ . - . . Caltrans). i
7 Implementation: " 50% (5,547 for the Municipal permittees; 60% of the baseline load calculated as a rpllmg
10/1/07-- | Year 5' 818 for Caltrans) 3-year annual average (6,656 for the
9/30/08 Municipal permittees; 981 for CaltrmiI s)
8 | Implementation: 40% (4,438 for the Municipal permittees; | 50% of the baseline load calculated as a rolling
71 10/1/08— ] Year 6 654 for Caltrans) 3-year annual average (5,547 for the Muqmpal
- 9/30/09 . _ : : e permittees; 818 for Caltrans).
.9 Irnplementation: 30% (3,328 for the Municipal permittees; 40% of the baseline load calculatedas a rpllmg
10/1/09~ | Year 7. 491 for Caltrans) 3-year annual average (4,438 for the Municipal
9/30/10 ) ) permittees; 654 for Caltrans). |
10 - Implementation: 20% (2,218 for the Municipal permittees; 30% of the baseline load calculated as a tbllmg
10/1/10- | Year 8 327 for Caltrans). 3-year annual average (3,328 for the Munkclpal
. 9/30/11 o permittees; 491 for Caltrans). i
11 Implementation: '10% (1,110 for the Municipal permittees; | 20% of the baseline load calculated as a rplling
10/1/11— ] Year 9 164 for Calirans). 3-year annual average (2,220 for the M 'crpal
9/30/12 ’ ) permltte&s, 327 for Caltrans).

12 Implementation: 0 or 0 % of the baseline load. 10% of the baseline load calculated as a r{)llmg
10/1/12— | Year 10 i 3-year annual average (1,110 forlheMnniclpal
 9/30/13 ‘ _ _ permittees; 164 for Caltrans. E‘i -

13 Implementation: 0 or 0 % of the baseline load. 3:3 % of the baseline load calculated as a
' 10/1/13—~ | Year 11 rolling 3-year annual average (366 for. the

93014 | o , Municipal permittees, 54 for Caltrans).

14 Implementation: - 0 or 0 % of the baseline. 0 or 0 % of the baseline load.

10/1/14— | Year 12
9/30/15

! A review of the current target will be aliowed once a reduction of 50% has been achieved and sustained.




Table7-3.3. Ballona Creek Trash TMDL: Significant Dates.

30 days after receipt of the Executive

Officer's request as authorized by Section
13267 of the Water Code.

Submit baseline monitoring plan(s).

N 120 days after receipt of the Executive
Officer’s request as authorized by Section

List of facilities -that are_foutsilde of the
permittee’s jurisdiction but drain to a |

13267 of the Water Code. _portion of the permittee’s storm drain |
-system, which d.lscharges to Ballona it
Creek. :
Within the first Z-years after approval of Collection of baseline data.

this basin plan amendment; to be
extended to 4 years at the option of the

: permlttees

72 hours after each rain évent

Clean out of and measurement of trash 1

retained. i

E!

‘Every 3 months during dry weather

. retamed

Clean out of and measurement of trash




State of California
California Reglonal ‘Water Quality Control Board, Los Angelos Region

RESOLUTION NO. 01-018
October 25, 2001

Amendment to the Water Quahty Control Plan fbr the Los Angdes ‘Region to Update the

Bactena Objectives for Water Bodies Des:gnated for Water Contact Recreation

WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Reglon, ;

ﬁnds that:

'I.'

. 1976.

The Federal Clean Water Act (CWA) requires the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board (Regional Board) to develop water quality objectives which are sufficient to protect
beneficial uses designated for each water body found within its region. |

The proposed amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angéles Region |
(Basin Plan) was developed in accordance with section 13241 of the Porter-Cologne Water|
Quality Control Act (California Water Code, Division 1 , Chapter 4, Article 3).

The current Basin Plan contains total and fecal coliform bactena objectives to protect waters
designated for water contact recreation based on recommendations made by the U.S. EPA in

The amendment proposed for adoption into the Basin Plan will update the current bacteria |
objectives for waters designated for water contact recreation to include objectives for '

- enterococcus, the ratio of fecal-to-total coliforms, and e. coli in addition to objectives for toial

10.

* Department of Health Services (Department) to establish minimum protective bacterial

_for waters designated for water contact recreation. _ i

and fecal coliform.

The amendment will revise Chapter 3, “Water Quality Objectives” of the Basin Plan.

The proposed amendment is based on more recent epidemiological studies and research on
the most appropriate bacterial md:cators ;

Speclﬁcally in 1983 and 1984, addltlonal epidemiological studies were conducted by the
U.S. EPA to determine the most appropriate bacterial indicators and corr&spondmg objectives.

Based on these epidemiological studies, in 1986 the U.S. EPA revised its recommended
bacteria criteria for waters designated for water contact recreation to include enterococcus fo
manne waters and enterococeus or €. coli for fresh waters. .

In 1995 the Santa Momca Bay Restoratlon Project sponsored a local ep1demlologlcal study
to determine the most appropriate bacterial indicators and corresponding objectives for

marine waters designated for water contact recreation.

Based on the Santa Monica Bay epldéﬁnologlcal study and other nat:dna] studies, the
California State Legislature passed a law (Assembly Bill 411 (1997)) requiring the California

standards for waters adjacent to beaches, which include standards for total coliform, fecal




11.
- standards for waters adjacent to beaches, including objectives for total coliform, fecal

12.

Resolution No. 01-018
Page 2

coliform, and enterococci bacteria, or for other microbiological indicators that the
Department determines are appropriate.

The Department adopted regulations in 1999 that establish minimum protective bacterial |
coliform and enterococcus as well as an objective for the ratio of fecal-to-total coliforms.

In March 1999, the U.S. EPA made a commitment i in its Action Plan for Beaches and

Recreational Waters that “where a State does not amend its water quality standards to include

the 1986 criteria, EPA will act under Section 303(c) of the Clean Water Act to promulgate 1 the,

‘ cntena with the goal of assuring that the 1986 criteria apply in all states no later than 2003 P

13.

14

.

15

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21

'Regxonal Board staff has prepared a staff report dated July 31 2001, describing the proposed

“comment penod in advance of the pubhc hearing.

The U.S. EPA’s 1986 bacteria criteria and the bacteria standards contained in the Cahfonna
Code of Regulations, title 17, section 7958 represent the best science available. |

The Regional Board has considered the costs of implementing the amendment, and finds |
these costs to be a reasonable burden relative to the environmenta] benefits. |
The proposed amendment rcsu]ts inno potentlal for adverse effect, elther mdlwdually or
cumulatively, on wildlife.

The regulatory action proposed meets the “Necessity” standard of the Administrative
Procedures Act, Government Code, section 11353, subdivision (b). ;
The amendment is consistent with the State Antldegradatlon Policy (State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB) Resolution No. 68-16), in that the changes to water quality
objectives (i) consider maximum bénefits to the people of the state, (ii) will not lmreasonabfy
affect present and anticipated beneficial use of waters, and (iii) will not result in water, quality
less than that prescribed in policies. Likewise, the amendment is cons1stent with the federal.
Antidegradation Policy (40 CFR 131.12).

The basin planning } process has been cerhﬁed as ‘functlonally eqmvalent’ to the Cahforma
Environmental Quality Act requirements for preparing environmental documents and is,
therefore, exempt from those requirements (Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.).

amendment, and sent the staff report to all known interested persons to allow a 45-day public

The Regional Board held a public hearing on October 25, 2001, for the purpose of receiving
testimony on the proposed Basin Plan amendment. Notice of the public hearing was sent to
all interested persons and publlshed in accordance with Cahforma Water Code, section

13244. ' '

The Basin Plan amendment must be submitted for review and approval by the SWRCB,
Office of Administrative Law (OAL), and U.S. EPA. Once approved by the SWRCB, the
amendment is submitted to OAL and U.S. EPA. The Basin Plan amendment will become

effective upon approval by OAL and U.S. EPA. A Notice of Decision will be filed. :




Resolution No. 01-018 -
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THEREFORE, be it resolved that

I

I, Dennis A. Dickerson, Executive Officer, do hereby certlfy that the foregoing is a full, true, and :
correct copy of a resolution adopted by the California Regional Water Quahty Control Board, Los
Angeles Regxon 'on October 25, 2001.

B A . AL

Pursuant to sections 13240 and 13241 of the California Water Code, the Regional Board,

after considering the entire record, including oral testimony at the hearing, hereby adopts the
amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles Reglon as set forth in the
attachment.

The Executive Officer is directed io forwarci copies of the Basin Plan amendment to ﬁle

SWRCB in accordance with the requirements of section 13245 of the Califomia Water Code :

The Regional Board requests that the SWRCB approve the Basin Plan amendment :m
accordance with the requirements of sections 13245 and 13246 of the California Water Code
and forward it to OAL and the U.S. EPA.

If during its approval process the SWRCB or OAL determines that minor, non-substantive 4

corrections to the language of the amendment are needed for clarity or consistency, t_he
Executive Officer may make such changes, and sha]l inform the Board of any such changesl

The Executlve Ofﬁcer is authonzed to sign a Certificate of Fee Exerrmtlon

b

Dennis A. Dickerson ' Date
Executive Officer '
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“a. Total coliform density shall nct exceed 1, 000/1 00 mi.

'b. Fecal coliform density shall not exceed 400/100 ml.

- d. Total coliform density shall not exceed 1,000/100 mi, if the ratio of fecal-to-

'In Fresh Waters Designated for Water antact Recreation (REC-1)
- 1._Geometric Mean Limits

. a. E. coli density shall not exceed 126/100 mi.
b. Fecal coliform density shall not exceed 200/100 mi.

‘a. E. coli density shall not exceed 235/100 ml.
b. Fecal coliform dens:ty shall not exceed 400/100 mI

period).

. determme the persistence of the exceedance

When repeat sampling is required because of an exceedance of any one single sample

A e R RN RS S E - E —— i

ATTACHMENT

In Chapter 3 "Water Quallty Objectives” of the Basin Plan, replace Paragraph 2 under

“Bacteria, Coliform™ on p. 3-3 with the following:

In Marine'Waters Designated for Water Contact Recreation (REC-1)
1. Geometric Mean Limits

b. Fecal coliform density shall not exceed 200/100 ml.
c. Entero'c:occus-density shall not exceed 35/100 ml.

2. _Single Sample: leit
a. Total coliform density shall not exceed 10,000/100 mi.

¢. Enterococcus density shall not exceed 104/100 ml.

total coliform exceeds 0.1.

2. Single Sample Limits

Implementation Provnsnons for Water Contact Recreation Bacteria Objectives
The geometric mean values should be calculated based on a statlsircally sufficient
number of samples (generally not less than 5 samples equally spaced over a 30-day

If any of the single sample limits are exceeded, the Reglonal Board may require repeat
sampling on a daily basis until the sample falls below the single sample limit in order to

limit, values from all samples collected during that 30-day period will be used to calculate
the geometric mean.
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- State of California

CahformaRegmnalWaterQnalityControlBoard,LosAngelesRegmn et

< RESOLUTIONNO.2002-011 ~ ' ~wo oo
e Aprin2s2ez

. Amendment to the Water Quality Control-Plan for the Los Angeles Region to Update the . -
. Ammonia Objectives for Inland Surface Waters (ncluding enclosed bays, estuaries and
il ,weﬂands)_withBéngﬁcialUse designations fprprote_qﬁqn'@f “Aquatic Life” S

TP T LS O VST SR EUR .

2. . The proposed amendment fo the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles Region

- (Basin Plan) was devéloped in accordance with section 13241 of the Porte: ~Cologne Water -
Quality Control Act (California Water Code, Division 7, Chapter 4, Article 3). |
* 3. The current Basin Plan contains ammoma objectives to protect inland surface waters |
- - supporting aquatic life. These objectives are based on U.S. EPA criteria adopted in 1984.

4. - The amendmient proposed for adoption into the Basin Plan will update the current ammonia
objectives for inland surface waters, with the exception of enclosed bays and estuaries not
characteristic of freshwater as described in the amendment, supporting aquatic life to include:

(A) Greater recognition of the temperature dependence of the chronic ‘objective, o
. ~__ especially at low temperatures. . . N .
" . .(B) An Early Life Stage (ELS) chronic objective. v SR
 (O) A30-day averaging period for the chronic objective instead of a 4-day averaging
In addition: . N . B
(A)'IheacuteobjecﬁVeisnolohgertemperatwedépendent R '
(B) The chronic objective is no longer dependent on the fish species present.

5. For enclosed bays and estuaries‘not characteristic of freshwater, the existing ammonia
objectives contained in the 1994 Basin Plan shall remain in effect until the Regional Board

determines the most appropriate objectives for these water bodies.

compliance with existing Basin Plan ammonia objectives by June 13, 2002: While the
amendment removes the 8-year compliance Provision, it does s, in recognition that the .
- tevised objectives are no more stringent, and in fact generally are less stringent, than the
. existing objectives. The removal of the 8-year compliance language will not result in an | - B
i _tbdiséhﬁrge:sbecauseﬂ:eBasinPléﬂMendmentWiﬂnottakeeﬂ'ecg given the need
- for State Board, Office of Administrative Law, and US EPA review and approval, until after
) ﬂ;e_egrphaﬁonofﬂme8—ymrcompﬁancelanguage. RURTRS IR :

= 6. The Regional Board recognizes that the existing Basin Plan includes a provision that required

.. - — - | _.__-____.:______*___"9_-.3.9-7_ . -- ﬁ .
: ’ ' - - . \'.";, L .~ e !
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S L . Rﬁolunon No R02-011
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7 ThcamendmentmllmvxseChapterB “WaterQualltyObJecuvw ofthe BasmPlanand .
mclude implementation language -

-~

8 Thepmposedamudmentlsbasodmactﬁeandchromcmmmtydatapubhshedsmce 1985.» : 5

' 9. Specxﬁcally, as amult of ﬂlwe revxsmns, ﬂle acute objective for ammonia is now dcpendent
oanandﬁshspecwe,andﬂ;echromcobjecuvejsdependentonpﬂandtemperamre At
lowawmpaaumﬂmchomcobjecuvewﬂmdcpmdmtmthepmweorabsenceof
earlyllfesmgesofﬁsh(ELS) RS , . ESUS

. . 10. Forﬂlecoldwata'acuteobjecuve,ﬂ:enewobjecuvelshlghetihmﬂ:eoldobjecuveexmm R AR

DI ﬂ;cpHmngeof7.25-8.25wha'eﬂ1etempa'ahneisbetwem0andl$degrees&=lsmsog32w
59 degreesFaln'enhe:t.For&ewannwateractue_objeeﬁve ﬂlenewobjecuvels\nghagtall

temperatureandevalws.

objec forammoma" h:@erﬂ:anﬂ:eobj s mﬂ:c :
: Planiﬂallcases - e 7_7_;" ec(lv cqm-enﬂy B .

12, lhepmposedammdmﬂpmwdesmplanentaﬁmhnguagetodetammewhcﬂ:aawaier

body is characteristic of freshwater, braclnshwaterorsaltwatertodetelmmewhlchobjeguves

should be applied. Water bodies that are nof characteristic of freshwater are defined as those

"mwhlchﬂaesahmtylsgrwterﬂ:anlpartpcrﬂ10usand95%ormomofﬂ1et1mc : :

213 WatabodmcmﬂmBasmPhndemguahmof“SPWN”mppoﬁhghthtyaqwﬁchabﬁats o

suitable for reproduction and early development of fish and, ﬂlercfore, ﬂxwe water bodlw are
dwlgnated as Early Llfe Stage (ELS) prwent waters. . i

14.Whmﬂnmknedormdmgmdspem&emmwmgﬂwamcndmmtreqmr&sﬂmtmomé '
: shngent,sntespec:ﬁcmodtﬁcaﬁonsofﬂlcobjecumbeperfmmed. . A

- 18, IhemoposedammdmentuuhzesmcﬂmdssmﬂarmmatmnmmedmmeTeohmcalSlmpon :

. Document for'Water Quality-based Toxics Control (US EPA 1991) and Policy for e
Implementation of Toxics Standards for Inland Surface Waters, Enclosed Bays, and Estuaries
of California (also known as the SIP) to translate the objecuv&s oontamed in thls propose;l B
amcndmcntmtoefﬂumthmltsmtheabscnccofa‘IMDL b

16. The Regwml Board has considered the costs of lmplementmg ﬂme amendment, and otha'
factors, asrequ:redbyﬂleCahfomm Wata'Code section 13241. _

17. The proposed amendment results i inno or de minimis potentlal for adverse eﬂ'ect, elther
individually or cumulatively, on wﬂdhfe

g 18.Theregﬂatmyacﬁmpoposedmeetsﬂ:e“Nw&s1ty”swndudofﬂmAdmmsmve
: Proced:mAct,GovemmcntCode wcﬁon 11353 subd1v1s10n(b) :

19. The amendmcnt is conswtcnt with the State Antldegmdat:on Pohcy (State Watet Rwouroes
" Control Board (SWRCB) Resolution No. 68-16), in that the changes to water quality

- objectives (i) consider maximum benefits to the people of the state, (n)mllnotunreason@ly-i;jj- I
. affect present and anticipated beneficial use of waters, and (iii) wjll not result in water quality -~~~ [.-"%

less than that prescribed in policies. Likewise, ﬂleamcndmentlsconsmtantmﬂlmefedeéﬂ
: Anudegmdatlon Pohcy (40 CFR 131. 12) : . _ i
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' 5:20 ‘I‘hebasmplannmgprowsshasbemceruﬁedas ﬁmcuonallycqmvalent’toﬁeCahforma, o

- oommmtpmodmadvanceofﬂlepubhchearmg.

C revisions m»advanoeofﬁepubhc_hearmg

e mmm RO2O11 -

- Environmental  Quality ‘Act requirements for preparing environmental documents and is, ﬂ‘.”:-:
ﬂmefore,exemptﬁ'omﬂmscreqmremcnm(PubthmmoesCode SeettonZlOOOetseq)

'21 chlonalBoardstaﬁ‘pteparedastaﬂ‘reportdatechbmaty4 2002,dwcn’bmgﬁ|e

-amendment, and sent the staﬂ‘mpoxttoa]}knownmtetmtedpasons toallowa45-daypubhc

chxmﬂBoatdstaﬁpteparedawwsedsﬁﬂ‘repoﬁandamm&mnﬂmgmgemrwpmscm
. public comments on the February 4, 2002 notice, and sent the staffreport to all known .
mtermdpetsonsmMarchzz,ZOOZtoaﬂowmaddmonaUO-dayoomnmtpmodon

'IheRegwnalBoardheldapubhchmrmgon-ApanS 2002,_£ ¢ of receiving .
t&mnnnymlheptopomdBasmHanamendmthonceofﬂlepubhchwmgwassmtto
auknownmtaeaedpasonsandpubhshedmawordancemﬂlCahfonnanCode secuon

C 24, AttheAprilZS 2002,Boardmeeung,ﬂlcReglonalBomdnarrowedthesoopeofﬂ1eMarch

22,2002,propowdacﬁon,soﬂ:atﬂmupdatedammmmobjecumwouldnotapplym

enclosedbaysandwhmn%ﬂmtarenotcharac@shcofﬁmhwm The April 25, 2002,
. -narrowing provided that existing ammonia objectives would remain meﬁ"ectfor mclosea
- baysandesh:mesﬂmtarenotcharactmshcofﬁmhwatzr ' ;

" 25. Tn addition, the Regional Boarddlrectedstaﬁ'toconductﬁlrﬂjcrstudyoftworelatedlssm

Theﬁrstlssuelsatewewofﬂleammomaobjectlvcsforenclosedbaysand&ctuan&sihatare
not characteristic of freshwater, andﬂnesecondlssuexsanevaluauonofsoﬁ-bottomaquanc
- habitats to assess their suitability for early life stage (ELS) fish. Ifwarranted,basedupoq '
further review, aBasmPlanamendmentaddrecsmgth&eelsmwtobepmentedforﬂle:
Regional Board's consideration within one year after this action. -

-.26. 'I‘heBasmPlanamendmentmustbesubm;ttedforrenewandapprovalbyﬂ:eStateWater

Resources Control Board (State Board), Office of Administrative Law (OAL), and U.S. EPA.-
Once approved by the State Board, the amendment is submitted to OAL and U.S. EPA. The
Basin Plan amendment will become effective for state law purposes upon approval byOAL
For purposes of federal law, the Basin Plan amendment will be effecuve upon approva1 by
bothOAL andU S. EPA. ANotxce of Decision will be ﬁled.

TBEREFORE, be lt rmlved that

L Pmsuanttosecuons 13240andl32410fﬂaeCallfom1aWaterCode ﬂlcchlonalBoard,

aﬁawnmdeungmechemMmcludmgomlmhmonyatﬂlehwmg,haebyadoptsﬂn
ramendmenttotheWaterQuahtyConu'olPlanfm'ﬁJeLosAngel%Reglon,toamendthe
water quality objective for ammonia in inland surface waters (mcludmg enclosed bays,
.mmwandwcﬂands)assctforﬂ:mAﬂachmentA. : i

. 2.'Ihech1mﬂBomdshﬁshchmvmeawchmwladwsmygm@mﬁrmamvesugawme TN
S ‘mostappropnatewaystoﬂenuiirELS—prﬁentwatabodlesand‘shallpr&entﬂaeﬁndmgsof[r:’ P
-this grouptoﬂ:eReglonal Board mﬂlmoncyearaﬁerRegional Board adopuon ofﬂns e N

' mohmon.
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TheReglonalBoardshaﬂbnngmoﬂ:aBasmleamendmmtbefmelheReglmalBoard
;,wxﬂ:moneyearaﬁertheadopﬁonofﬂnsmoMontoupdateﬂlcammomaobjecﬂmfor C
,~‘,__'-_'mlandsm'facewaters@.e., enclosedbaysandastuanes)&atmnot chamctmﬂ:c of S

-l TheExecuuve Oﬂicensdnectedto forwardcopm oftheBasmPlan amendmenttoﬂ:qState ; 7.
'-Boardmaccordancemﬂlﬂlexeqmrementsofsecuon 132450f1heCahformaWaterCo&e“'g}j S

o The Regional Boardrequestsﬂmt the State Board approveﬂxeBasm Plan amen m .
e -aocordanoemﬂlﬂlereqmranmtsofsecuons 1324 and 1 uﬁofﬂwCahfmmaWata-Codea_.;_~ b
R andforwardlttOOALandﬂleU.S EPA. : -

'Ifdurmgﬁsappmvalprooe&stheSiateBomﬂorOALdetamesﬂlatmor non' :
" .. "cormrections to the language of the amendment are ‘needed forclarity or.
R :,.ExectmveOfﬁca'nnymahesuchchanges,andshallf onmﬂ:eBoardofanyswh'fq,ff'

: IheExeamWOfﬁoerlsauﬂ:onzedtomgnaCemﬁcateofFeeExempﬁon_

",.?}"I,DenmsA.chkerson,ExecWOﬂ‘icer doherebyeerutyﬂ:atﬂleforegomglsaﬁlﬂ,lrue andf'~ a8
S conrectcopyofarwolutlonadoptedbyﬂleCahfomchgmnalWatchuahtyCon&olBoard,Los o
"AngelaReglon,onApn’IZS 2002. . s T

""ﬁ....d"o..

- Dennis A. Dickerson .
R Executive Officer .




| _ State of California
Califernia Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region

RESOLUTION NO. 2002-022
December 12, 2002

Amendment to the Wateér Quality Control Plan (Basin P]an) for the Los Angeles Region to
Incorporate Implementation Provisions for the Region’s Bacteria Objectives and to f_
Incerporate a Wet-Weather Total Maximum Daily Load for Bacteria at Santa Monica Bay

Beaches . _ . 3

WHEREAS, the California Reglonal Water Quallty Control Board, Los Angeles Regmn,
finds that:

I

- control plans

The federal Clean Water Act (CWA) requires the California Regional Water Quality Control?:
Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board) to develop water quality standards which f; _
include beneficial use designations and criteria to protect beneficial uses for each water body!

found withinits reglon. :: '

The Reglonal Board carries out its CWA responsibilities through Califomia’s Porter-Cologneé
Water Quality Control Act and establishes water quality objectives designed to protect
beneficial uses contained in the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles Region

(Basin Plan).

Section 303(d) of the CWA requires states to identify and to prepare a list of water bodies
that do not meet water quality standards and then to establish load and waste load allocations,
or a total maximum daily load (TMDL), for each water body that will ensure attainment of
water quality standards and then to mcorporate those allocatlons into their water quahty

Many of the beaches along Santa Monica Bay were listed on California’s 1998 section 303(d)
list, due to impairments for coliform or for beach closures associated with bacteria generally. |
The beaches appeared on the 303(d) list because the elevated bacteria and beach closures

prevented full support of the beaches’ designated use for water contact recreation (REC-1).

A consent decree between the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), Heal the
Bay, Inc. and BayKeeper, Inc. was approved on March 22, 1999. This court order directs the
USEPA to complete TMDL:s for all the Los Angeles Region’s impaired waters within 13
years. A schedule was established in the consent decree for the completion of 29 TMDLs
within 7 years, including completlon of a TMDL to reduce bacteria at Santa Monica Bay
beaches by March 2002. The remammg TMDLs will be scheduled by Regional Board staff
within the 13-year period.

The elements of a TMDL are described in 40 CFR 130.2 and 130.7 and section 303(d) of the
CWA, as well as in USEPA guidance documents (e.g., USEPA, 1991). A TMDL is defined
as “the sum of the individual waste load allocations for point sources and load allocations for
nonpoint sources and natural background” (40 CFR 130.2). Regulations further stipulate that
TMDLs must be set at “levels necessary to attain and maintain the applicable narrative and
numeric water quality standards with seasonal variations and a margin of safety that takes
into account any lack of knowledge concerning the relationship between effluent limitations
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and water quahty (40 CFR 130.7(c)(1)). The provisions in 40 CFR 130 7 also state that
TMDLs shall take into account critical conditions for stream flow, loading and water quahty
parameters

7- Upon establishment of TMDLs by the State or USEPA, the State is required to incorporate |
the TMDLs along with appropriate implementation measures into the State Water Quality

Management Plan (40 CFR 130.6(c)(1), 130.7). The Basin Plan and applicable statewide

_ plans serve as the State Water Quality Management Plans governing the watersheds under the

10.

~ illnesses per 1,000 swimmers, which is defined by the-US EPA as an “acceptable health

11.

12'

13.
- were published and circulated 45 days precéding Board action; Regional Board staff

- water quality at Santa Monica Bay beaches and for the benefit of the 55 million beachgoers,

 Estimates are that visitors to Santa Monica Bay beaches spend approximately $1.7 billion

_presentations to the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project’s Bay Watershed Council and
_ Technical Advisory Committee between May 1999 and October 2001 and creation of a
- Steering Committee in July 1999 to provide input on scientific and technical components of

~ draft Wet-Weather TMDL was held on June 27, 2002 at a regularly scheduled Regional

. Junsdlctlon of the Reglonal Board.

Santa Monica Bay is located in n Los Angeles County, Cahforma The proposed TMDL
addresses documented bacteriological water quality impairments at 44 beaches from the Los | .
Angeles/Ventura County line, to the northwest, to Outer Cabrillo Beach, just south ofthe
Palos Verdes Peninsula.

The Regional Board is establishing the above-mennoned TMDL to preserve and enhance the

on average, that visit these beaches each year. At stake is the health of swimmers and surfers '
-and associated health costs as well as sizeable revenues to the local and state economy.

annually.

The Regional Board’s goal in estabhshmg the above-mentioned TMDL is to reduce the nsk
of illness associated with swimming in marine waters contaminated with bacteria. Local and
national epidemiological studies compel the conclusion that there is a causal relationship
between adverse health effects, such as gastroenteritis and upper respiratory illness, and
recreational water quality, as measured by bacteria indicator densities. The water quality . 4
objectives on which the TMDL numeric targets are based will ensure that the risk of illness to
the public from swimming at Santa Monica Bay beaches generally will be no greater than 19

risk”in marme recr eatlonal waters.

Interested persons and the pubhc have had reasonable opportumty to participate in review of
the amendment to the Basin Plan. Efforts to solicit public review and comment include staff

the TMDL with participation by the Southern California Coastal Water Research Project,
City of Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, County Sanitation
Districts of Los Angeles County, Heal the Bay, and Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project.
A first draft of the TMDL for bacteria at Santa Monica Bay beaches was released for public
commient on November 9, 2001; an interim draft TMDL covering wet weather only was
released on June 21, 2002, for discussion at a public workshop; and a public workshop on the
Board meeting.

A final draft of the Wet-Weather TMDL along W1th a Nonce of Heanng and Notice of Filing

;e,sponded to oral and written comments received from the public; and the Regional Board '

~
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14.

15.
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‘held a public hearmg on September 26 2002 to consider adoption of the Wet-Weather

TMDL.

The Regional Board continued the item ﬁom the September 26 2002 Board meeting to the
December 12, 2002 Board meeting to give staff time to make revisions based on public
comments and Board discussion at the September 26, 2002 Board meeting. Specifically, the:
Board wanted an implementation program that was reasonable and as short as practicable

_given the testimony on impairments to the REC-1 beneficial use.

The Regional Board recognizes that there are two broad approaches to implementing the
TMDL. One approach is an' integrated water resources approach that takes a holistic view of . _
regional water resources management by integrating planning for future wastewater, storm
water, recycled water, and potable water needs and systems; focuses on beneficial re-use of

- storm water, including groundwater infiltration, at multiple points throughout a watershed;

and addresses multiple pollutants for which Santa Monica Bay or its watershed are listed on
the CWA section 303(d) List as impaired. The other approach is a non-mtegrated water
resources approach.

Some responsﬂ)le jurisdictions and agencies have indicated a preference to take an mtegrated
water resources approach to realize the benefits of re-using storm water to preserve local
groundwater resources and to reduce reliance on imported water. The Regional Board

_recognizes that an integrated water resources approach not only provides water quality

benefits to the people of the Los Angeles Region, but also recognizes that the responsible
jurisdictions implementing this TMDL can serve a variety of public purposes by adopting an .

_ integrated water resources approach. An integrated water resources approach will address .
-multiple pollutants, and as a result, responsible jurisdictions can recognize cost-savings

because capital expenses for the integrated approach will implement several TMDLs that
address pollutants in storm water. In addition, jurisdictions serve multiple roles for their
citizenry, and an integrated approach allows for the incorporation and enhancement of other =
public goals such as water supply, recycling and storage; environmental justice; parks, !

- greenways and open space; and active and passive recreational and environmental educatlon P
" opportunities. : !

16.

17.

The Regional Board acknowledges that a longer timeframe is reasonable for an integrated |
water resources approach because it requires more complicated planning and melementahon
such as identifying markets. for the water and efficiently siting storage and transmission
infrastructure within the watershed(s) t6 realize the multiple benefits of such an- approach.

Therefore, after con51denng tesumony, the Regional Board directed staff to adjust the ;
implementation provisions of the TMDL to allow for a longer implementation schedule (up to
18 years) only when the responsible jurisdictions and agencies clearly demonstrate their :
intention to undertake an integrated water resources approach and justify the need for a

longer implementation schedule. In contrast, testimony indicated that a shorter
implementation schedule (up to 10 years) is reasonable and practicable for non-integrated

-approaches because the level of planning is not as comphcatcd

A revised draft of the Basin Plan amendment and Tentative Resolution were circulated 45
days preceding Board action. Regional Board staff responded-to oral and written comments
received from the public on the revised draft. The Regional Board held a second public
hearing on December 12, 2002 to consider adoption of the Wet-Weather TMDL.

Final - 12/12/02
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18.

20.

21.

22.

- necessary data collected to- support the use of alternative reference sites or approaches when

- Monica Bay watershed, the subwatershed has a freshwater outlet (i.e., creek) to the beach,

23.

_quality is permitted where existing bactenologlcal ‘water quality is better than that of a

-are controlled such that they do not cause an exceedance of the single sample objectives.

" treatment of natural sources of bacteria from undeveloped areas. While treatment and

For the Wet-Weather and Dry-Weather Bacteria TMDLs at Santa Momca Bay beaches, Leo
~ Carrillo Beach and its associated drainage area, Arroyo Sequit Canyon, were selécted as the

- the interim reference site because it best met the three criteria for selection of a reference

B I Teun IE S S PN TR SR - - TalmoaT. i .
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On October 25 2001, the Regional Board adopted Resolution 2001-018 establishing revised
bacteriological water quality objectives for the Water Contact Recreation (REC-1) beneﬁcral

 use, and the TMDL is intended to accompany and to implement the revised water quality -

objectives. The State Water Resources Control Board approved the Regional Board’s Basm
Plan amendment on July 18, 2002 in State Board Resolution 2002-0142, the Office of .
Administrative Law approved it on September 19, 2002 in OAL File No. 02-0807-01-8 and
the US EPA approved it on September 25, 2002. .
Under certain circumstances and through the TMDL development process, the Reg;onal
Board proposes to implement the aforementioned revised bacteria objectives using either a

‘reference system/anti-degradation approach’ or a ‘natural sources exclusion approach.’ As o

required by the CWA and Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, the Basin Plan includes
beneficial uses of waters, water quality objectives to protect those uses, an anti-degradation |
policy, collectively referred to as water quality standards, and other plans and policies i
necessary to implement water quality standards. This TMDL and its associated waste load |
allocations, which will be incorporated into relevant permits, are the vehicles for . .
1mplementatxon of the bacteria standards as required under Water Code section 13242. |

I

‘Both the reference system/antl-degradatlon approach’ and the natural sources exclusion |
~approach’ recognize that there are natural sources of bacteria that may cause or contribute to |
exceedances of the single sample ob]ectrves

The Regional Board’s intent in 1mplementmg the bacteria objectives usmg a ‘reference
system/anti-degradation approach’ is to ensure that bacteriological water quality is at least as
good as that of a reference site and that no degradation of existing bacteriological water

reference site. The Regional Board’s intent in implementing the bacteria objectives using a
‘natural sources exclusion approach’ is to ensure that all anthropogenic sources of bacteria

These approaches are consistent with state and federal anti-degradation policies (State Board |
Resolution No. 68-16 and 40 C.F.R. 131.12), while acknowledging that it is not the intent of
the Regional Board to reqmre treatment or diversion of natural coastal creeks or to require

diversion of natural sources may fully address the impairment of the water contact recreation

beneficial use, such an approach may adversely affect valuable aquatic life and wildlife
beneficial uses in the Region. .

local reference system until other reference sites or approaches are evaluated and the
the TMDL is revised four years after the effective date. Leo Carrillo Beach was selected as

system. Specifically, its dramage is the most undeveloped subwatershed in the larger Santa

and adequate historical shoreline monitoring data were available. It is the intent of the i
Regional Board to re-evaluate the use of Leo Carrillo Beach due to potential problems ansmg;
from the heavy recreational use of the beach and the close proximity of two campgrounds.

Northem Bay beach monitoring sites are fewer in number and prov1de less comprehensnve

data than the extensive shoreime monitoring network elsewhere in Santa Momca Bay.

13
E
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The numeric targets in this TMDL are not water quality objectives and do not create new
bases for enforcement against dischargers apart from the water quality objectives they

" translate. The targets merely establish the bases through which load allocations and -

25

26.

wasteload allocations (WLAs) are calculated.. WLAs are only enforced for a dicharger’s own
discharges, and then only in the context of i it National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permit, which must be consistent with the assumptions and requirements of
the WLA. The Regional Board will develop permit requirements through a subsequent :
permit action that will allow all interested persons, including but not limited to municipal -
storm water dischargers, to provide comments on how the waste load allocations will be

translated into permit requirements.

The Reglonal Board has the authority to authorize compliance schedules through the basin |
planning process. In this Basin Plan amendment, the Regional Board establishes a schedule
for implementation that affords the responsible jurisdictions and agencies up to ten or
eighteen years, depending on the mplementat:on approaches pmsued, to implement this Wet-
‘Weather Bacteria TMDL. . _ |

Prev10usly, the Regional Board adopted a Dry-Weather Bacteria TMDL for the Santa Momca
Bay Beaches. The Dry- Weather TMDL includes 1mplementat10n provisions contained in |

- Table 7-4.3 of the Basin Plan, including a provision to reconsider two years after the effective
~ date the Dry-Weather TMDL and specifically the reference beach(es) used. Because that

* effort overlaps with reconsideration of the reference beach(es) anticipated by this Wet- -

Weather TMDL, the Reglonal'Board'proposes to coordinate the reconsiderations of the =~ |
reference beach approach to assure efficiency and consistency in 1mplememmg the two Santd

_ Monica Beaches TMDLs.

27.

28.
. either md1v1dually or cumulatively, on vvxldhfe

29,

30.

The basin planning process has _been certified as functionally equivalent to the California

‘Environmental Quality Act requirements for preparing environmental documents (Public |

Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and as such, the required environmental
documentation and CEQA environmental checklist have been prepared.

The proposed amendment results in no potential for adverse effect (de minimis finding),
The regulatory action meets the “Necessity” standard of the Administrative Procedures Act, |
Government Code, secuon 11353 subd1v131on (b) 7 i

The Basm Plan amendment incorporating a TMDL for bacteria at Santa Monica Bay beaches b

*must be submitted for review and approval by the State Water Resources Control Board

(State Board), the State Office of Administrative Law (OAL), and the USEPA. The Basin

Plan amendment will become effectlve upon approval by OAL and USEPA. A Notice of

Declsmn will be filed. _ ) |

THEREFORE, be it resolved that pursuant to Section 13240 and 13242 of the Water Code, i
the Regwnal Board hereby amends the Basin Plan as follows:

1.

' -Reglon as set forth in Attachment A hereto to incorporate the elements of the Santa Momca |

Pursuant to secuons 13240 and 13242 of the California Water Code, the Regional Board,
after considering the entire record, including oral testimony at the hearing, hereby adopts the |
amendments to Chapters 3 and 7 of the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles !

Final - 12/12/02,
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~ and forward it to OAL and the USEPA

I, Dennis A. Dickerson, Executive Ofﬁcer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and |
 cotrect copy of a resolution adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los
Angeles Region, on December 12, 2002. '

" ORIGINAL SIGNED BY
Dennis A. Dickerson . .
Executive Officer

- The Execuﬁve Officer is directed to forward copies of the Basin Plan amendment to the Statei

Executive Officer may make such changes, and shall inform the Board of any such changes. P

lemon No. 2002-022
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Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL for wet weather and to implement the water quahty objectnves
for bacteria set to protect the water contact recreation beneﬁc;al use.

- Pursuant to sections 13240 and 13242 of the California Water Code, the Réglonal Board,

after considering the entire record, including oral testimony at the hearing, hereby adopts the

amendments to Chapter 7 of the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles Region, as

set forth in Attachment B hereto, to amend Table 7-4.3 of the Santa Monica Bay Beaches
Bacteria TMDL for dry weather to change the date for revision of the TMDL from two years
after the effective date to four years after the effective date [of the Wet-Weather TMDL]to

- achieve consistency in scheduhng between the Dry-Weather and Wet-Weather TMDLs.

The Executlve Officer is dxrected to exercise authority under Water Code section 13267, 0r .
other applicable law, to require additional momtonng data in the northern Bay beach reglons

to ensure that wet weather bacteria exposure is adequately quantified before the TMDL is
~ reconsidered in four years.

Board in accordance with the requirements of section 13245 of the California Water Code.

The Regional Board requests that the State Board apprové the Basin Plan amendment in
accordance with the requirements of sections 13245 and 13246 of the California Water Code|

Ifdunng its approval_process the State Board or OAL determines that minor, non-substantive
corrections to the language of the amendment are needed for clarity or consistency, the

The Executive Officer is authorized to Sign a Certificate of Fee Exgmption.
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: Attachment A to Resolution No. 2002-022
Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan — Los Angeles Region to incorporate
Implementation Provisions for the Region’s Bacteria Objectives and to incorporate the =
' Santa Monica Bay Beaches Wet-Weather Bacteria TMDL

Adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region on December 12,

2002. ' _ . i
Amendments: 7 -

List of Figures, Tables and Inserts

Add under Chapter 7, Section 7-4 (Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL):
Tables _ ' ’ _

"~ Exceedance Days by Beach Location RN
7-4.6. Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL (Wet Weather Onlv):'Intgﬁm Compliancég

‘ Targets by Jurisdictional Groups : i
1-4.7. Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL (Wet Weather Only): Signi

‘Chapter 3. Water Quality Objectivés, “Bacteﬁa, Coliform”
Add under “hﬁlemcntatioxi Provisions for W#ter Contact Recreation Bacteria Objectives” :

The single sample bacteriological objectives shall be strictly applied except when provided for in a "}[:'otal
Maximum Daily Load (TMDL). In all circumstances, including in the context of a TMDL, the geometric
mean objectives shall be strictly applied. In the context of a TMDL, the Regional Board may impleIi ent
 the single sample objectives in fresh and marine waters by using a ‘reference system/antidegradation
- apUroach’ or ‘natural sources exclusion approach’ as discussed below. A reference system is deﬁn" as
. an area and associated monitoring point that is not impacted by human activities that potentially affect
“bacteria densities in the receiving water body. 7 , B

These approaches recognize that there are natural sources of bacteria, which may cause or contribt#e to -
exceedances of the single sample objectives for bacterial indicators. They also acknowledge that it 1# not
the intent of the Regional Board to requiré treatment or diversion of natural water bodies or to require
treatment of natural sources of bacteria from undeveloped areas. Such requirements, if imposed by the
Regional Board, could adversely affect valuable aquatic life and wildlife beneficial uses supported by
natural water bodies in the Region. - _ o S t

Under the reference system/antidegradation implementation procedure, a certain frequency of exceed!i}née
“of the single sample objectives above shall be permitted on the basis of the observed exceedance
frequency in the selected reference system or the targeted water body, whichever is less. The reference -
system/anti-degradation approach ensures that bacteriological water quality is at least as good as thatjof a
reference system and that no degradation of existing bacteriological water quality is permitted wHJere
existing bacteriological water quality is better than that of the selected reference system. f

Under the natural sources exclusion implementation procedure, after all anthropogenic sources of baczl ria
have been controlled such that they do not cause or contribute to an exceedance of the single saxfi:;e
objectives and natural sources have been identified and quantified, a certain frequency of exceedance of
the single sample objectives shall be permitted based on the residual exceedance frequency in the specific

‘water body. The residual exceedance frequency shall define the background level of exceedance dL{e to
natural sources. The ‘natural sources exclusion’ approach may be used if an appropriate reference system
cannot be identified due to unique characteristics of the target water body. These approaches | are -

Final - 12/12/02 ' BRI S 1
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consistent with the State Antidegradation Policy (State Board Resolutlon No. 68-16) and with federal
‘antidegradation requirements (40 CFR 131.12).

The appropriateness of these approaches and the speclﬁc exceedance ﬁequencnes to be pemutted under
each will be evaluated within the context of TMDL development for a specific water body, at whlch time
the Reglonal Board may select one of these approaches, if appropnate ;

" These 1mplementat|on procedures may only be implemented within the context of a TMDL addressmg
municipal storm water, including the municipal storm water requirements of the Statewide Permit for
Storm Water Discharges from the State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), and non-

point sources dlscharges These implementation provisions do not apply to NPDES discharges other than
‘MS4 discharges , [

Chapter 7. Total Maxnmnm Daily Loads (TMDLs) Summanes, Section 7-4 (Santa Momca Bay,.
Beaches Bacteria TMDL) .

Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TM])L (Wet Weather Only)*

- This TMDL was adopted by the Reglona] Water Quality Control Board on December 12, 2002.

This TMDL was approved by:

_ The State Water Resources Control Board on [Insert Date].

The Office of Administrative Law on [Insert Date].

The U.S: Environmental Protection Agency on [Insert Date]

- The following table summarizes the key elements of this TMDL.

! Municipal storm water discharges in the Los Angeles Region are those with permits under the Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) NPDES Program. For example, the MS4 permits at the time of this
amendment are the Los Angeles County Municipal Storm Water NPDES Permit, Ventura County
* Municipal’ Storm Water NPDES Permit, City of Long Beach Maunicipal Storm Water NPDES Pemit, and
elements of the statewide storm water permlt for the Cahfomla Deparlment of Transportatlon (Caltrans)
Fmal - 12112/02 o 2 |
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Table 7-4.4. Santa Monica Ba

Beaches Bacteria TMDL (Wet Weather Only): Elements

Element

Key Findings and Regulatory Provisions

Problem Statement

Elevated bacterial indicator densities are causing 1mpalrment of the
water contact recreation (REC-1) beneficial use at many Santa Monica
Bay (SMB) beaches. Swimming in waters with elevated bacterial
indicator densities has long been associated with adverse health effects.
Specifically, local and national ‘epidemiological studies. compel the

conclusion that there is a causal relationship between adverse health |-

effects and recreational water quallty, as measured by bactenal
-indicator densities.

Numeric Target
(Interpretation of the numeric
water quality objective, used to
calculate the waste load
aIIocatzons)

The TMDL has a multi-part numeric target based on the bactenologlcal g
water quality objectives for marine water to protect the water contact |

recreation (REC-1) use. These targets are the most appropnater
mdxcators of public health risk in recreational waters.

These bacteriological objectives are set forth in Chapter 3 of the Basm

Plan, as amended by the Regional Board on October 25, 2001. The '.

objectives are based on four bacterial indicators and include both
geometric mean limits and smgle sample limits. The Basin Plan
objectlves that serve as numeric targets for this TMDL are: '

: _Rolling 30-day Geometric Mean Limits

a. Total coliform density shall not exceed 1,000/100 ml.
b. Fecal coliform density shall not exceed 200/100 ml.
c. Enterococcus density shall not exceed 35/100 ml.

2. _ Single Sample Limits
a. Total coliform density shall not exceed 10,000/ 100 ml.

b. Fecal coliform density shall not exceed 400/100 ml.
c. Enterococcus density shall not exceed 104/100 ml.

| d. Total coliform density shall not exceed 1,000/100 ml, if the

ratio of fecal-to-total coliform exceeds 0.1.

l'fh&se objectives are generally based on an accepfable health nsk for | -

marine recreational waters of 19 illnesses per 1,000 exposed individuals

| as set by the US EPA (US EPA, 1986). The targets apply throughout
the year. The final compliance point for the targets is the wave wash®

where there is a freshwater outlet (i.e., publicly-owned storm drain or

"natural creek) to the beach, or at ankle depth at beaches wrthout a

freshwater outlet. -

Implementation of the above bacteria objectives and the associéxed
TMDL numeric targets is achieved using a ‘reference system/zintn-
degradation approach’ rather than the alternative ‘natural sources
exclusion approach’ or strict application of the single sample ob)ectxves
As required by the CWA and Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control
Act, Basin Plans include beneficial uses of waters, water queihty
objectives to protect those uses, an anti-degradation policy, collectl\?ely
referred to as water quality standards, and otheér plans and polleles
necessary to implement water quality standards. This TMDL and its
associated waste load allocations, which shall be incorporated fnto

| relevant pemnts are the vehicles for mplementatlon of the Regqn s {

? The wave wash is defined as the point at whlch the storm drain or creek emptles and the effluent from
the storm drain initially mixes Wlth the receiving ocean water. ;

Flna] —12/12/02
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Element

Key Findings and Regulatory Provmons

standards.

The ‘reference system/anti-dégradation approach’ means that on the
basis of historical exceedance levels at existing shoreline monitoring
locations, including a local reference beach within Santa Monica Bay, a

certainr number of daily exceedances of the single sample bacteria

‘| objectives are permitted. The allowable number of exceedance days is

set such that (1) bacteriological water quality at any site is at ledst as |
good as at a designated reference site within the watershed and (2) there
is no degradation of ex1stmg shoreline bacteriological water quhhty
This approach recognizes that there are natural sources of bacteria that |
may cause or contribute to exceedances of the single ‘sample objeehves .
and that it is not the intent of the Regional Board to require teatmeht or

“diversion of natural coastal creeks or to reqmre treatment of natural

sources of bacterla from undeveloped areas. = -

The geometric mean targets may not be exceeded at any time. The
rolling 30-day geomeinc means will be calculated on each day If
weekly sampling is conducted, the weekiy ‘sample result will be
assigned to the remaining days of the week in order to calculate the
daily rolling 30-day geometric mean. For the: smgle sample targets,
existing shoreline monitoring site is assigned an allowable number of
exceedance days during wet weather, defined as days with 0.1 moh of.|
rain or greater and the three days following the rain event. (A separate
amendment incorporating the Santa Monica Bay Beaches Dry-Weéther ,
Bacteria TMDL addressed the allowable number of summer and wmter
dry-weather exceedance days.)

| Source Analysis

With the exception of isolated seWage spills, storm water runoff
conveyed by storm drains and creeks is the primary source of elevated
bacterial indicator densities to SMB beaches dunng wet weather.
Because the bacterial indicators used as targets in the TMDL are not
specific to human sewage, storm water runoff from undeveloped areas
may also be a source of elevated bacterial indicator densities. For
example storm water runoff from natural areas may convey fecal
matter from wildlife and birds or bacteria from soil. This is supported
by the finding that, at the reference beach, the probability of exceedance
of the single sample targets during wet weather is 0.22. -

Loading Capacity

Studies show that bacterial degradation and dilution dunng transport
from thé watershed to the beach do not significantly affect bactpnal
indicator densities at SMB beaches. Therefore, the loadmg capacl}y is
defined in terms of bacterial indicator densmes, which is the most
appropriate for addressing public health risk, and is equivalent tq the
numeric targets, listed above. As the numeric targets must be met in the
wave wash and throughout the day, no degradatlon allowance is
provided.

Waste Load Allocations (for
pomt sources)

Waste load allocations are expressed as the number of sample days* ata
shoreline monitoring site that may exceed the single sample talggets

| identified under “Numeric Target.” Waste load . allocations | are
| expressed as allowable exceedance days because the bacterial dexisny
* | and frequency of single sample exceedances are the ‘most relevant to

public health protectxon

Final — 12/12/02
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Element

Key Findings and Regulatory Provisions

For each shoreline monitoring site and corresponding sﬁbwatershé'd, an
allowable number of exceedance days is set for wet weather. :

The allowable number of exceedance days for a shoreline momtonng

_site for each time penod is based on the lesser of two criteria

(1) exceedance days in the designated reference system anti @)
exceedance days based on historical bacteriological data - at the
momtonng site. This ensures that shoreline bacteriological water
quality is at least as good as that of a largely undeveloped system and
that there is no degradation of existing shorelme bacterlologlcal Water

| quality.

All responsible jurisdictions and responsible agencies’® w1thin a

| subwatershed are jointly responsible for complying with the allowable

number of exceedance days for each:associated shoreline momtabnng

“site identified in Table 7-4.5 below.

The three Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs), the City of Los
Angeles’ Hyperion Wastewater Treatment Plant, Los Angeles Cqunty
Sanitation Districts’ Joint Water Pollution Control Plant, and the Las
Virgenes Municipal Water Districts’ Tapia Wastewater Reclamahon
Facility, discharging to Santa Monica Bay are each given mdw.ldual
WLASs of zero (0) days of exceedance during wet weather.

? For the purposes of this TMDL, ¢

local agencies that are responsible for discharges from a pubhcly owned treatment works to the Santa
~ Monica Bay watershed or directly to the Bay, (2) local agencies that are permittees or co-permittees ona
“municipal storm water permit, (3) local or state agencies that have Jurisdiction over a beach adjacent to
- Santa Monica Bay, and (4) the California Department of Transportation. pursuant to its storm water

permit.
Final - 12/ 12/02
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Element Key Findings and Regulatory Provisions

Load Allocations (for nonpomt Because all storm water nunoff to SMB beaches is regulated as a pomt
sources) source, load allocations of zero days of exceedance are set in this

| TMDL. K a nonpoint source is directly impacting shoreline
bacteriological quality and causing an exceedance of the numeric

target(s), the permittee(s) under the Municipal Storm Water 'NPDES
Permits are not responsible through these permits. However, the
Jjurisdiction or agency adjacent to the shoreline monitoring location may
‘have further obligations as descn’bed under “Comphance Momtonng
below.

Implementation = 7 The regulatory mechamsms used to 1mplement the TMDL will mclude -
- - | primarily the Los Angeles County Municipal Storm Water NPDES'
| Permit (MS4 :Permit), the Caltrans Storm Water Permit, the three
NPDES permits for the POTWs, the authonty contained in sections
13267 and 13263 of the Water Code, and regulations to be adopted
‘pursuant to section 13291 of the Water Code. Each NPDES permit
‘assigned a waste load allocation shall be reopened or amended at{
reissuance, in accordance with applicable laws, to incorporate the _
applicable waste load al]ocatlon(s) as a permit requirement.

The implementation schedule will be determmed on the basis of the | -
implementation plan(s), which must be submitted to the Regional Board |
by responsible jurisdictions and agencies within two years of the
effective date of the TMDL (see Table 7-4.7). After considering the
implementation plan(s), the Regional Board shall amend the TMDL at a
| public bearing and, in doing so, will adopt an individual implementation
-| schedule for each Junsdlctlonal group (described in paragraph 3 below)
‘that is as short as possible taking into account the 1mplementat10n
approach being undertaken. Responsible jurisdictions and agencies |
must clearly demonstrate in the above-nentioned plan whether they
intend to pursue an integrated water resources approach.’ If an
integrated water resources approach is pursued, responsible
jurisdictions and agencies may be allotted up to an 18-year
implementation timeframe, based on a clear demonstration of the need
for a longer schedule in the implementation plan, in recognition of the |
‘additional planning and time needed to achieve the multiple benefits of |
‘this approach. Otherwise, at most a 10-year implementation tlmeﬁ'ame>
will be allotted, depending upon a clear demonstration of the time
needed in the 1mplementatton plan.

The subwa_tersheds assoclated with each beach monitoring location may

* An integrated water resources approach is one that takes a holistic view of regional water resources
management by integrating planning for future wastewater, storm water, recycled water, and potable
water needs and systems; focuses on beneficial re-use of storm water, including groundwater infiltration,
at multiple points throughout a watershed; and addresses miultiple pollutants for which Santa Monica Bay
or its watershed are listed on the CWA section 303(d) List as impaired. Because an mtegrated water
resources approach will address multiple pollutants, responsible jurisdictions can recognize cost-savings
because capital expenses for the integrated approach will implement several TMDLs that address ;
pollutants in storm water. An integrated water resources approach shall not only provide water quality
benefits to the people of the Los Angeles Region, but it is also anticipated that an integrated approach \fvﬂl

‘incorporate and enhance other public goals. These may include, but are not limited to, water supply,
recycling and storage; environmental justice; parks, greenways and open space; and active and passi
recreational and envxronmental education opportlmmes ,
Final — 12/12/02 ' _ o 6
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Element

Key Findings and Regulatory Provisions.

include muiuple responsible jurisdictions and responsible agencles
Therefore, a “primary jurisdiction,” defined as the junsdlctnon
comprising greater than fifty percent of the subwatershed land area, is

| identified for each subwatershed (see Table 7-4.6).° Seven primary |
jurisdictions are identified within the Santa Monica Bay watershed,

each with a group of associated subwatersheds and beach monitoring
locations. These are identified as “jurisdictional groups” (see Table 7- |

| 4.6). The primary jurisdiction of each “jurisdictional group” shall be

responsible for submitting the implementation plan described above,

| which will determine the implementation timeframe for the

subwatershed. A jurisdictional group may change -its primary

' jurisdiction by submitting a joint, - written request, submitted by the

current primary jurisdiction and the proposed primary jurisdiction, to
the Executive Officer requesting a reassignment of - primary
responsibility. Two jurisdictional groups may also choose to change the

: “assignment of monitoring locations between the two groupq by

submitting a joint, written request, submitted by the current primary
jurisdiction and the proposed primary jurisdiction, to the Execnhve
Officer rcquestmg a rea331gnment of the momtonng location.

If an integrated water resources approach is pursued, the jurisdictional
group(s) must achieve a 10% cumulative percentage reduction from the |
total exceedance-day reduction required for the group of beach

| monitoring locations within 6 years, a 25% reduction within 10 years,

and a 50% reduction within 15 years of the effective date of the TMDL.
These interim milestones for the Junsdlcuonal group(s) will be re-
evaluated, considering planning, engineering and construction tasks,
based on the written implementation plan- submitted to the Reg10na1

| Board two years after the effective date of the TMDL (see Table 7-4 7.

H an mtegrated water resources. approach is not pursued, the |

jurisdictional group(s) must achieve a 25% cumulative percentage | -

reduction from the total exceedance-day reduction required for the
group of beach monitoring locations within 6 years, and a 50%
reduction within 8 years of the effective date of the TMDL (see Table
7-4.7). '

For those beach monitoring locations subject to the antidegrgdétion
provision, there shall be no increase in exceedance days during the
implementation period above that estimated for the beach momtormg _

location in the critical year as 1denuﬁed in Table 7-4.5.

The final implementation targets in terms of allowable wet-weather |
exceedance days must be achieved at each individual beach locatxon no
later than 18 years after the TMDL’s effective date if an mtegrated
water resources approach is pursued, or no later than 10 years after the

| TMDL’s effective date if an integrated water resources approach is not

pursued. In addition, the geometric mean targets 1 must be achieved for

| each individual beach location no later than 18 ycars or 10 years after

the effechve date respectively, dependmg on whether a mteggted

s anary Junsdlctmns are not defined for the Ballona Creek subwatershed or the Malibu Creek
'subwatershed, since separate bacteria TMDLs are being developed for these subwatersheds.
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Element '| Key Findings and Regulatory Provisions

water resources approach is pursued or not.
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Element 7 Key Findings and Regulatory Provisions

Margm of Safety The TMDL is set at levels that are exactly equivalent to. the appheable
' ' water quality standards along with the proposed refel.'ence 1.
system/antidegradation nnplementatlon procedure

An implicit margm of safety is included in the supporting water quahty
model by assuming no dilution between the storm drain and the wave |
wash, the point of compliance. This is a conservative assumptlon since
studies have shown that there is a high degree of variability i m the
amount of dilution between the storm drain and wave wash temporally, :
spatially and among indicators, rangmgirom 100% to 0%.

Seasonal Variations and Seasonal variations are addressed by developing separate waste load
Critical Conditions | allocations for three time periods (wet weather, summer dry weather
' 2 and winter dry weather) based on public health concerns and obseérved
natural background levels of exceedance of bacterial mdicators. (The‘
two dry-weather periods are addressed in the Santa Monica | Bay
' Beaches Dry-Weather Bactena TMDL.)

The critical condition for this bacteria TMDL is wet weather geneially,
when historic shoreline monitoring data for the reference beach indicate |
that the single sample bacteria objectives are exceeded on 22% of the
wet-weather days sampled. To more specifically identify a critical
condition within wet weather in order to set the allowable exceedance
days shown in Tables 7-4.5 and 7-4.6, the 90™ percentile ‘storm year’6
in terms of wet days is used as the reference year. Selecting the 90™
percentile year avoids a situation where the reference beach is
frequently out of comphance It is expected that because responsible

 jurisdictions and agencies will be planning for this - ‘worst-case’
scenario, there will be fewer exceedance days than the maxlmum
allowed in drier years. Conversely, in the 10% of wetter years, it is
expected that there may be more than the allowable number of
exceedance days..

Compliance Monitoring Responsible jurisdictions and agencles as deﬁned in Footnote 2 shall

' conduct dally or systematic weekly sampling in the wave wash at all

‘major drains’ and creeks or at existing monitoring stations at beabhes
without storm drains or freshwater outlets to determine oomphance. At

all locations, samples shall be taken at ankle depth and on an mco:hmg

wave. At locations where there is a freshwater outlet, during® wet

weather, samples should be taken as close as possible to the wave wash,

and no further away than 10 meters down current of the storm dralh or

outlet.’ At locations where there is a freshwater outlet, samples sha]l be

taken when the freshwater outlet is ﬂowmg into the surf zone. '

If the number of exceedance days is greater than the allowable number'
of exceedance days for any jurisdictional group at the mtenmr

lmplementatlon mllestones the responsible Jurisdictions and agencles

¢ For pmposes of this TMDL, a ‘storm year’ means November 1 to October 31. The 90 percentile sto,rm

year was 1993 with 75 wet days at the LAX meteorological station. P
” Major drains are those that are publlcly owned and have measurable ﬂow to the beach during dry

weather.’ :

% The ﬁ'equency of sampling (i.e., daily versus weekly) will be at the (hSCl’ethl] of the unplementmg £

agencies. However, the number of sample days that may exceed the objectives will be scaled accordmgly

9 Safety considerations during wet weather may preclude taking a sample in the wave wash.
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' Element

Key Findings and Regulatory Provisions

shall be considered out-of-compliance with the TMDL. If the number of

_exceedance days exceeds the allowable number of exceedance days for

a target beach at the final implementation deadline, the responsxble
jurisdictions and agencies within the contributing subwatershed shall be
considered out-of-comphance with the TMDL. Responsible
jurisdictions or agencies shall not be deemed out of compliance with the
TMDL if the investigation described in the paragraph below
demonstrates that bacterial sources originating within the Junsdlctmn of
the responsible agency have not caused or contnbuted to -the
exceedance.

If a single sample shows the discharge or contributing area to be out of
comphancc, the Regional Board may require, through permit
requirements or the authority contained in Water Code section 13267,
daily sampling in the wave wash or at-the existing open shorehne
monitoring location (if it is not already) until all single sample events
meet bacteria water quality objectives. Furthermore, if a beach location |
is out-of-compliance as determined in the previous paragraph, the
Regional Board shall requn'e responsible agencies to initiate an
investigation, which at a minimum shall include daily sampling in the
wave wash or at the existing open shoreline monitoring location until |
all single sample events meet bacteria water quality objectives. If
bacteriological water quality objectives are exceeded in any three weeks |

| of a four-week period when weekly sampling is performed, or, for areas

where testing is done more than once a week, 75% of testing days
produce an exceedence of bacteria water quality objectives, the
responsible agencies shall conduct a source investigation of the

| subwatershed(s) pursuant to protocols established under Water Code |-

13178. If a beach location without a freshwater outlet is out-of-
compliance or if the outlet is diverted or being treated, the adjacent
municipality, County agency(s), or State or federal agency(s) shall be
responsible for conducting the investigation and shall submit its
ﬁndmgs to the Regional Board to facilitate the Regional Board
exercising further authority to regulate the source of the exceedance in

- conformance with the Portcr-Cologne Water Quality Control Act.

Note: The complete Staff report for the TMDL is available for review upon request
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Table 7-4.5. Final Allowable Wet-Weather Exceedance Days by Beach Locatzon

|Estimated no. of |Final allowable

wet weather . of wet
exceedance days jweather
in critical year ' |exceedance days

IBeéch Monitoring Location (oo™ percentile)* |( Iy sampﬁng)'
IDHS 010 - Leo Canillo Beach, at 35000 PCH 17 17
IDHS 009 - Nicholas Beach- 100 feet west of lifeguard tower |14 14
IDHS 010a - Broad Beach 15 s
|DHS 008 - Trancas Beach entrance, 50 yards east of Trancas 19 17
Bndge

JoHs 007 - Westward Beach, east of zuma Creek 17 17
[DHS 006 - Paradise Cove, adjacent to west side of Pier 23 17
FJHS 005 - Latigo Canyon Creek entrance 33 17
IDHS 005a - Corral State Beach o
IbHs 001a - Las Flores Beach |29 17
[DHS 001 - Big Rock Beach, at 19900 PCH 30 17 |
[DHs 003 - Malibu Point _ 18 7 . -

 |pHs 003 - Surfrider Beach (second point)- weekiy 45 17
|51 - Surfrider Beach (breach point)- daily 47" 17

|ous 002 - Malibu Pier- 50 yards east 45 17
'lsz - Topanga State Beach 2 17
lDHS 101 - PCH and Sunset B.- 400 yards east 25 17
F)Hs 102 - 16801 Pacific Coast Highway, Bel Ar Bay Ciub (chain 28 |7
fence) .
[S3-Pulga Canyon stqrmdrain—50yardseast A 23 17
JDHS 103 - Will Rogers State Beach- Temescal Canyon (25 yrds. (31 17
so. of drain) ) .

, |s4 - Santa Monica Canyon, Wil Rogers State Beach’ 25 - 7
IDHS 104a - Santa Monica Beach at San Vicente Bl 34. 17
F)HS 104 - Santa Monica at Montana Av. (25 yrds. so. of drain) |31 17
DHS 105 - Santa Monica at Arizona (in front of the drain) 131 17
S5 - Santa Mon_m Mumctpal Pier- 50 yards soumeast 35 17

: 6 - Santa Monica Beach at Pico/Kenter storm drain 42 17
DHS 106 - Santa Monica Beach at Strand St. (in front of the 6 17
restrooms) - .
lDHS106a - Ashiand Av, storm drain- 50 yards north < 17
F7 Ashiand Av. stom drain- 50 yards south fe2 17
IDHS 107 - Venice Gty Beach at Brooks Av. in ront ofthe draln) J4o |7

Final — 12/12/02
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Estimated no. of [Final allowable
|wet weather no. of wet
. . exceedance days {weather .
- S : - |in critical year exceedance days
|Beach Modiloi'ing' Location .. C © - |(90™ percentile)* |(daily sampling)*
Isa - Venice City Beach at Windward Av.- 50 yards north 13 13 - -
I'L”s' 108 - Venice Fishing Pier- 50 yards south R |y
,IDHS 109 - Venice Cily'Bead'lrat Topsail St 8 17
Iﬂ - Dockweiler State Beach at Culver Bl. - 23 17
IDHS' 110 - Dockweiler State Beach- south of D&W jetty |30 17
|s1z - lmpeﬁaIHWY:stqnndrah- 50 yards north . 17 17
[pHs 111 - Hyperion Treatment Prant One Mile Outta |18 _ 17
, lDHS 112 - Dockweler State Beach at Grand Av. (i front ofthe (25 17
drain) -
[s1o - Ballona Creek entrance— 56 yards south : s |7
\ ls13-Mahhai;a1 State Beach at 40th Street B, T e
f514 - Manhattan Beach Pier- 50 yards south s 5
,IDHs 114 - Hermosa Cit'y:B'ea'.chrat 26th St. , 2 12
[515 Hermosa Beach Pier- 50yan:ls south 8 - i8
[pHs 115 - Herondo street stom drain- (n front of the drain) 19 17
J516 - Redondo Mumcupal Pier- 50 yards south _ : 14 14
[oHS 116 - Redondo State Beach at Topaz St. - north ofjetty |19 7
517 - Redondo state Beach at Avenue | s 6
[s18 - Molaga Cove, Palos Verdes Estatesdaly |3 3
JLACSDM - Malaga Cove, Palos Verdes Estatesweekly - |14 |
 |LAcsDB - Paios Verdes (Biuf) Cove, Palos Verdes Estates o~ |o
ILAcsm - Long Point, Rancho Palos Verdes 5 s
[LAcsD2 - Abalone Gove Shoreline Paik b 1
ILAcsna - Portuguese Bend Cove, Rancho Palos Verdes 2 -k
|tAcsDs - Royal Paims State Beach _ e i le
[AcSDS - Wilder Anex, SanPedro l2 2
JacsD? - cabiito Beach, sceanside s i

Notes: * The comphance targets are based on exnstmg shoreline momtonng data and assume
daily sampling. If systematic weekly sampling is conducted, the compliance targets willbe |
scaled acoordmgly. These are the compliance targets until additional shoreline monitoring data
are collected prior to revision of the TMDL. Once additional shoreline menitoring data are
available, the following will be re-evaluated when the TMDL is revised 1) estimated number of
wet-weather exceedance days in the critical year at all beach locations, including the referenqe
system(s) and 2) final allowable wet-weather exceedance days for each beach location.

 Final - 12/12/02 ' - 12
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Attachment A to Resolution N 0. 2002-022
Table 7-4.7. Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL (Wet Weather Only): Slgmﬁcant Datos

Date | Action - ,

120 days after the effective date | Pursuant ‘to a ‘request from the  Regional Board,

of the TMDL ‘responsible jurisdictions and responsible agencies must:

' submit coordinated shoreline monitoring plan(s) to be
approved by the Executive Officer, including a list of new
sites* and/or sites relocated to the wave wash at which
time responsible jurisdictions and responsible agencies
shall select between daily or systematxc weekly shorehne

‘| sampling.
20 months after the effective date | Responsible jurisdictions and agencies shali prov1de a
of the TMDL draft written report to the Regional Board outlining how

| shall include implementation methods, an 1mplementatlon

each intends to cooperatively (through Jurisdictional:
Groups) achieve compliance with the TMDL. The report:

schedule, and proposed milestones.

' Two years after effective date of
TMDL .

' Responsible jurisdictions and agencies shall provide a-

written report to the Regional Board outlining how each -
intends to cooperatively (through Jurisdictional Groups)
achieve compliance with the TMDL. The report shall *
include - implementation methods, an implementation
schedule, and proposed milestones. Under no:
circumstances shall final compliance dates exceed 10
years for non-integrated approaches or 18 years for
integrated water resources approaches. Regional Board
staff shall bring to the Regional Board the aforementloned
plans as soon as possible for cons:deratlon.

| 4 years aﬁer effective date of
TMDL

T (3) re-evaluate the reference year used in the calculatlon

7 @ re-evaluate whether there is a need for further ;

The Reglonal Board shall reconsider the TMDL to:

(l) refine allowable wet weather exceedance days based
on additional data on bacterial indicator densities in :
the wave wash and an evaluation of snte-specaﬁc
variability in exceedance levels,

(¥)) re-evaluate “the reference system selected to set
- allowable = exceedance levels, including a:
reconsideration of whether the allowable number of :
exceedance days should be adjusted annually |
dependent on the rainfall conditions and an evaluation !

of natural variability in exceedance levels in the
reference system(s), . i

of allowable exceedance days, and

clarification or revision of the geometric mean :
implementation provision.

‘Final - 12/12/02
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Attachment A to Resolution No. 2002-022

| Date 7

Action

Slgmf cant Dates for Responsible

Jurisdictions and Agencies Not Pursuing an Integrated
Water Resources Approach

6 years after effective date of the
TMDL :

Each defined jurisdictional group must achieve a 25%
cumulative =~ percentage reduction from the total:
exceedance-day reductions required for that Jm-xsdlctxonal L.

group as identified in Table 7-4.6.

8 yeai's after effective date of the
TMDL

Each defined jurisdictional group must achieve a 50%%
| cumulative  percentage reduction from the total
exceedance-day reductions required for that Junsdlcuonal i

group : as identified in Table 7-4.6.

10 years after effective date of the
TMDL

Fmal nnplementanon targets in terms of allowable wet-
weather exceedance days must be achieved at each !
individual beach as identified in Table 7-4.5. In addition, |
the geometric mean targets must be achieved for each

dexwdual beach location.

Slgmficant Dates for Responsnble Junsdlctlons and Agencles Pursuing an Integrated
Water Resources Approach to lmplementatlon '

6 years after eﬁ'ectlve date of the
TMDL '

s

Each deﬁned 7 ju'risdictional. group must achieve a 10%
cumulative percentage reduction from the ftotal |
exceedance-day reductions required for that jurisdictional |

-group as identified in Table 7-4.6.

10 years after effective date of the
TMDL

Each définqd jurisdictional group must achieve a 25%
cumulative. percentage reduction from the total !

exceedance-day reductions required for that Junsdlctlonal

| . | group as 1dent1ﬁed in Table 74.6.

15 years after effective date of the
TMDL = :

 Each. defined jurisdictional group must achieve a 50%
cumulative percentage reduction from the total
exceedance-day reductions required for that Junsdlcuonal
group as ldenuﬁed in Table 7-4.6.

18 years after eﬂ'ectlve date of the
TMDL : :

Final ;implementfation targets in terms of allowable wet-
weather exceedance days must be achieved at each
individual beach as identified in Table 7-4.5. In addition,
the geometric mean targets must be achieved for each
mdmdual beach location. :

Notes *For those snbwatersheds without an

agencies must establish a shoreline monitoring site if there is measurable flow from a creek or publicly owned stelm '

drain to the beach dunng dry weather.

Final — 12/12/02

exlstmg shoreline monitoring site, responsible jurisdictions and

17
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Attachment B to Resolution No. 2002-022
Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan — Los Angeles Region to Revise the Santa Momca
Bay Beaches Dry-Weather Bacteria TMDL g :

Adopted by the California Reglonal Water Quallty Control Board, Los Angeles Region on December 12,
2002.
Amendments.

7 'Chapter 7. Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) Summaries
‘Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL (Dry Weather Only)* S - -

Table 7-4.3. Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL (Dry Weather Only): Signiﬁcant Dates

Date

Action

120 days' after the effective date
of the TMDL :

Responsible jurisdictions and responsible agencies must
submit coordinated shoreline monitoring plan(s),
including a list of new sites or sites relocated fo the wave
wash at which time responsible jurisdictions and

responsible agencies will select between daily and weekly

shoreline sampling.

120 days after the effective date
of the TMDL :

Responsible jurisdictions and rwponsﬂ)lé agencies must ‘
1 identify and provide documentation on 342 potential :

discharges to Santa Monica Bay beaches listed in
Appendix C of the TMDL Staff Report dated January 11,
2002. Documentation must include a Report of Waste
Discharge (ROWD) where necessary.

Responsible jurisdibﬁotxs_ and rdspbnsible agencies must
identify and provide documentation on potential

- discharges to the ‘Area of Special Biological Significance - E

(ASBS) in northern Santa Momca Bay from Latigo Point
to the County line. _

| Cessation of the discharges into the ASBS shall be

required in conformance with the California Ocean Plan.

i

i

2-4 years after effective date of
TMDL -

Re-open TMDL to re-evaluate allowable winter dry
weather exceedance days based on additional data on
bacterial indicator densities in the wave wash, a re-
evaluation of the reference system selected to set
allowable exceedance levels, and a re-evaluation of the
reference year used in the calculation of allowable
exceedance days

TMDL -

| 3 years after effective date of the :

Achleve comphance with allowable exceedance days as

set forth in Table 7-4.2a and rolling 30-day geometric

| mean targets during summer dry weather (April 1 to

October 31).

TMDL

6 years after effective date of the'

| Achieve compliance with ailowabl_e exceedance days as '

set forth in Table 7-4.2a and rolling 30-day geometric
| mean targets durmg ‘winter dry weather (November 1 to

] March 31).




’ .~ State of Callforma E
Cahforma Reglonal Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Regxon

RESOLUTION NO. 03-015
November 6, 2003

Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles Regwn to Update the
Chlonde Objective for Reach 3 at Santa Paula in the Lower Santa Clara River . :

WHEREAS, the Cahforma Reglonal Water Quahty Control Board Los Angeles Reglon,
finds that'

1. The foderal Cléan Water Act (CWA) requires the California Regional Water Quality
- Control Board (Regional Board) to develop water quality standards which include
beneficial use designations and criteria to protect ‘beneficial uses for each water body

found within its region.

2. The Regional Board carries out its CWA responSfbilitles through California’s Porter- _
Cologne Water Quality Control Act and establishes water quality objectives demgned |
to protect beneficial uses contamed in the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los '!

Angeles Reglon (Basin Plan).

3. The Basin Plan contains a chloride ob}ectlve for Reach 3 of the Santa Clara River.
The objective is based on protection of agricultural supply and groundwater recharge’
beneficial uses. The chloride objective for Reach 3 of the Santa Clara River is 80
mg/L and is based on recommendatlons made by the Regional Board staff and
adopted in 1978. , o

4. The amendment proposed for adoption into the Basin Plan will update the current
~ chloride objective for Reach 3 at Santa Paula in the lower Santa Clara River to
recognize changes in water quality due to imported water supply over the last few
decades and a recent assessment ofa ]arger data set.

5. Section 303(d) of the CWA requires states to identify and to prepare a list bfﬁater
bodies that do not meet-water quality standards. The Santa Clara River was listed on
California’s 2002 section 303(d) list, due to 1mpa1rment for chlonde compounds.

6. The amendment Wﬂl revise Chapter 3 “Water Quahty ObjeCtIVCS” of the Basin PIan

7.. The proposed amendment is based on a more recent techmcal assessment of the most
appropriate chloride indicators. Specifically, the existing objective was set based on
chloride data collected between 1951 and 1975 which varied from 20 to 220 mg/L.
While the mean annual values ranged from 60-80 mg/L, the data set contains more
measurements collected at high flow and documents a strong inverse relationship
between flow and chloride concentration. -As-aresult, staff concludes that a higher
objectlve 1s more representanve of the average water quality in the lower Santa Clara




Resolution No. 03-015
- Page2-

- River. The existing data set documents that the proposed water quality objective of
100-mg/L was achieved 95% of the time both at present and in the past.

-8 Further as dcmonstrated in a staff presentation to the Reglonal Board in December

2000 regarding the chloride objective in the lower Santa Clara River, there is ample
evidence that a chloride objective of 100 mg/L is sufficiently protectnve of the most
sensitive beneficial use, agricultural supply. :

9. On December 7, 2000, the Regional Board revised the water quality objective for
chloride in the Santa Clara River at Santa Paula from 80 to 100 mg/L (Resolution 00-'
20). The Resolution was not forwarded to the State Board due to a problem with the |
adequacy of the public notice for Resolution 00-20. The Reglonal Board staff :
determined that the item needed to be reconsidered by the Regional Board.

a lO The Reg10na] Board adopted a ch]onde TMDL for the upper Santa Clara River on
July 10, 2003 that will be heard by the State Water Quality Conirol Board (State
Board) in 2004. The TMDL is des1gned to attam a water quahty objective of 100

mg/L.

11. In June 2003, the U.S. EPA prOmulgated a chloride TMDL for the Lower Santa C]ara’
~ Riverincluding Reach 3 at Santa Paula. The EPA staff report states that U.S. EPA i is |
supportive of a chloride objective change to 100 mg/L and notes that the objéctive
change is consistent with the Regional Board’s proposed Chloride TMDL for the
. Upper Santa Clara River. The Regional Board subsequently adopted the Chloride
- TMDL for the Upper Santa Clara River on July 10, 2003. o

12. The Regxona} Board, in rev1ew1ng the staff presentahon and relevant materials in the
- administrative record, considered the factors required by Water Code section 13241
* The past, present, and future beneficial uses of Reach 3 have been considered
previously and; for purposes of a chloride objective, the most sensitive use continues
to be agriculture supply. Environmental characteristics of Reach 3 areidentifiedin |
the staff materials and reflect a river reach with variable chloride concentrations.
Based on an analysis of the relevant data, the updated chloride objective in Reach 3 is |
consistent with those historical characteristics. Water quality conditions that could
reasonably be ac]neved were eonsidered in setting the existing chloride objective.
Based on a review of the chloride data, the Reglonal Board concludes that a revised -
chloride objective of 100 mg/L is reasonable recognizing the increasing chloride
loads and efforts to control and abate sources of chloride loading. The Regional
‘Board has considered the costs of implementing the amendment, and finds these costs |
to be a reasonable burden relative to the environmental benefits. The amendment
relaxes the existing objective to a level consistent with historical data. As aresult, the |
cost of 1mplementmg the revised objective is potentially less than the costs of
" implementing the existing objective. For similar reasons, the obJectlve change should .
not adversely aﬁ‘ect the need for developing housmg within the region or for recycled
. water. : : : : : , |




Resolution No. 03-015
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-13. The proposed amendment results in no potentlal for adverse eﬂ'ect, either mdrvxdually

or cumulatively, on wﬂdhfe

14. The regulatory action proposed meets the “Necessity” standard of” the Admlmstratrve
Procedm'es Act, Government Code, section 11353, subdivision (b). :

' 15. 'I'he amendment is consistent with the State Antidegradation Policy (State Water
' Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Resolution No. 68-16), in that the changesto
water quality objectives (i) consider maximum benefits to the people of the state, (ii)
will not unreasonably affect present and anticipated beneficial use of waters, and (111)
_ will not result in water quality less than that prescribed in pohcles Likewise, the
‘amendment is consistent with the federal Antidegradation Policy (40 CFR 131 12)

16. The basm planmng process. has been certlfied as ‘functionally eqmva]ent’ to the :
California Environmental Quality Act requirements for preparing envn'onmental i

documents and is, therefore, exempt from those reqmrements (Pubhc Resources
Code Section 21000 et seq.). i

17 Reglonal Board staff has prepared an summary dated September 9, 2003, describing
' the proposed amendment, and sent the summary to ail known interested personsto
allow a 45-day public comment period in advance of the public heanng

18. The Reglonal Board held a public hearing on November 6, 2003, for the purpose of '

- teceiving testimony on the proposed Basin Plan amendment. Notice of the pubho
hearing was sent to all interested persons and pubhshed in accordance with. Cahformal
Water Code, section 13244. ,

19. The Basm Plan amendment must be submitted for. review and approval by the‘

SWRCB, Office of Administrative Law (OAL), and U.S. EPA. Once approved by thef
SWRCB, the amendment is submitted to OAL and U.S. EPA. The Basin Plan

amendment will become effective upon approva] by OAL and U S. EPA. A Notice of :

Decrsron wﬂl be filed.

THEREFORE be it resolved that

- L. Pursuant to sections 13240 and 13241 of the California Water Code, the Reglonal

Board, after considering the entire record, including oral testimony at the hearing,

hereby adopts the amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles| -

‘Region as set forth in the attachment. -

2. The Executive Ofﬁcer is directed to forward copies of the Basm Plan amendment to
the SWRCB in accordance with the requirements of sectlon 13245 of the Cahfomla
Water Code !
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C 30 The Reglonal Board requests that the SWRCB approve the Basin Plan amendment in

- accordance with the requirements of sections 13245 and 13246 of the Cahforma

" Water Code and forward it to OAL and the U.S. EPA.

4. Tf during its approval process the SWRCB or OAL determines that minor, non-
substantive corréctions to the language of the amendment are needed for clarity or
consmtency, the Executive Officer may make such changes, and shall mform the
Board of any such changes. «

5. The Executive Officer is authorized to sign a Certificate of Fee Exemption.

I, Dennis A. Dickerson, Executive Officer, do hereby cerﬁfy that the foregoing is a ﬁlli
true, and correct copy of a resolution adopted by the California Regional Water Quahty
Control Board, Los Angeles Reglon, on November 6, 2003.

Denms A. chkerson
7 Executive Officer
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- ATTACHMENT

* In Chapter 3 “Water Quality Objeciives™ of the Basin P, replace line 6 on Table 3.8~

Water Quality Objectives for Selected Constituents in Inland Surface Waters under’

- “chloride”on p. 312 with the following: -

“JChioride ] .

Between A streef,.lfillmdre and

Freeman Diversion “ Dam “ near Saticoy

(mgl)

100 _

12-15
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5. Ballona Creek is located in Los Angeles County, California. ‘Ballona Creek flows slightly

' ' State of Cahforma : '
Cahforma Reglonal Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Reglon '

RESOLUTION NO. 04-023
March 4, 2004

- Amendment to the Water Quahty Control Plan for the Los Angeles Reglon

to Amend the Total Maxlmum Dally Load for Trash in the Ballona Creek and i
Wetland. e ,

WHEREAS the California Regional- Water Quallty Control Board, Los Angeles -

Reglon, finds that:

17. ' The Federal Clean Water Act (CWA) requlres the California Regional Water Quality ;
" Control Board (Regional Board) to develop water quality ObjeCtIVCS which are sufficient to -
- protect beneficial uses for each water body found within its region. 7 (é

2. A consent decree between the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), Heal the
Bay, Inc. and BayKeeper, Inc. was approved on March 22, 1999. This court order directs
the USEPA to complete Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) for all impaired waters
within 13 years. A schedule was established in the consent decree for the completion of the
first 29 TMDLs within 7 years. The remaining TMDLs will be scheduled by Reg10na|
Board staff within the 13-year period.

3. The elements of a TMDL are described in 40 CFR 130.2 and 130.7 and section 303(d) of
the CWA, as well as in USEPA guidance documents (Report No. EPA/440/4-91/001). A
TMDL is defined as the sum of the individual waste load allocations for point sources and

“load allocations for nonpoint sources and natural background (40 CFR 130.2). Regulations |
further stipulate that TMDLs must be set at levels necessary to attain and maintain the
apphcable narrative and numeric water quality standards with seasonal variations and a

-margin of safety that takes into account any lack of knowledge concerning the relationship |
between effluent limitations and water quality (40 CFR 130.7(c)(1)). The regulations in 40
CFR 130.7 also state that TMDLSs shall take into account critical conditions for stream
flow, loading and water quality parameters.

4. Upon establishment of TMDLs by the State or USEPA, the State is required to ineorporate
the TMDLs along with appropriate implementation measures into the State Water Quality
Management Plan (40 CFR 130.6(c)(1), 130.7). This Water Quality Control Plan for the
Los Angeles Region (Basin Plan), and applicable statewide plans, serve as the State Water
Quality Management Plans governing the watersheds under the jurisdiction of the Regional
‘Board.

~ over 10 miles from the Clty of Los Angeles, through Culver City, reaching the ocean at
" Playa del Rey. Adjacent to the downstream channel of Ballona Creek are the Marina del
Rey Harbor, Ballona Lagoon, Venice Canals » Del Rey Lagoon, and Ballona Wetlands.
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- On September 19, 2001, the Reglona] Board adopted the Ballona Creek and Wetland ‘

Trash TMDL. The TMDL subsequently was approved by the State Water Resources

-Control Board on February 19, 2002 and by the Office of Administrative Law on July 18,

2002.- The United States Environmental Protection Agency approved the Ballona Creek

rand Wetland Trash TMDL on August 1,2002.

The Crty of Los Angeles and the County of Los Angeles both filed petltrons and

~ complaints in Los Angeles Superior Court challenging the current Ballona Creek Trash

TMDL. Subsequent negotiations led to a settlement agreement, which became effective

. on September 23, 2003. The Basin Plan amendment incorporates the negotlated language

10.

. into the Ballona Creek and Wetland TMDL

‘On March 4, 2004, prior to the Board's action on this resolution, public hearings were
conducted on the Ballona Creek and Wetland Trash TMDL. Notlce of the hearing for the
Ballona: Creek and Wetland . Trash TMDL was published in accordance with the

' requirements of Water Code sectlon 13244. ThlS notice was published in the Los Angeles

Times.

In amendmg the Basin Plan, the Reglonal Board considered the factors set forth in
sections 13240 and 13242 of the Water Code. :

The amendment is consastent w1th the State Antidegradation Pohcy (State Board
Resolution No. 68-16), in that the changes to water quality objectives (i) consider

- maximum benefits to the people of the state, (ii) will not unreasonably affect present and | oo

anticipated beneficial use of waters, and (iii) will not result in water quality less than that P

- prescribed in policies. Likewise, the amendment is consistent with the federal

- Antidegradation Policy (40 CFR 131.12).

11.

The basin planning process has been certified as ﬁlilctlonally equivalent to the Calrfomla
Environmental Quality Act requirements for preparing environmental documents (Pubhc

- 'Resources Code, section 21000 et seq.) and as such, the required environmental | _

12.
13
Act, Government Code, sechon 11353, subdivision (b). .

14.

. 15.

-~ ofany such changes.

OAL and USEPA. A Notlce of Decision will be filed.

_ddcumentation and CEQA environmental checklist have been prepared

The proposed amendment results in no potential for adverse eﬁ'ect (de minimis ﬁndmg)
either individually or cumulatxvely, on wildlife.

The regulatory action meets the “Necessity” standard of the Adxmmstratlve Procedures

The Basin Plan amendment incorporating minor changes to the Ballona Creek and
Wetland Trash TMDL must be submitted for review and approval by the State Water .
Resources Control Board (State Board), the State Office of Administrative Law (OAL),
and the USEPA. The Basin Plan amendment will become effective upon approval by

If during its approval process the SWRCB or OAL determines that minor, non-
substantive corrections to the language of the amendment are needed for clarity or
consistency, the Executive Ofﬁcer may make such changes, and shall inform the Board
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fTBEREFORE, be 1t rosolved that pursuant to sechons 13240 and 13242 of the Water
Code, the Reglonal Board hereby amends the Basin Plan as follows: i

1. Pursuant to sections 13240 and 13242 of the California Water Code, the Regional Board,
after considering the entire record, including oral testimony at the hearing, hereby adopts
the amendments to Chapters 3 and 7 of the Water Quality Control Plan for the Los .
Angeles Region, as set forth in Attachment A hereto, to. mcorporate rewsmns tothe
Ballona Creek and Wetland Trash TMDL. , ,

2. The Executive Officer is directed to. forward copies of the Basin Plan amendmen» t to the
State Board in aocordance with the requirements of section 13245 of the California Water
-Code. ,

3. The Reglonal Board Tequests | that the State Board approve the Basin Plan amendment i m
. -accordance with the requirements of sections 13245 and 13246 of the California Water |
Code and forward it to OAL and the USEPA

4. If durmg its approval process the State Board or OAL determines that minor, non-
substantive corrections to the language of the amendment are needed for clarity or {
- consistency, the Executive Officer may make such changes, and shall inform the Board
of any such changes. !

- .5. The Executive Ofﬁc'e_r is authorized to sign a Certificate of Fee Exemption.

' I Dennis A. chkerson Executlve Officer, do hereby certify that the foregomg is a full, true
and correct copy of a resolution adopted by the California Reglonal Water Quality Control
Board, Los Angeles Region, on March 4, 2004. i

Aed v
-Dennis A. Dickerson . . o : |
Executive Officer ] ~ . : ' : i
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~ Attachment A to Resolution No. 04-023 = .-

T _Amendm'e'nts'

to the .

. Water Quality- C&ntrol.:l?laﬁ ~ Los Angeles -'_Regitr)nr |

for the

- Ballona Creek Trash TMDL




: Add a second paragraph documentmg the dates when the amendment to the
. Ballona Creek Trash TMDL was adopted and approVed

- . Schedule

. “Notw:lthstandmg the zero trash target and the default waste load allocatlons .

Add footnote to Table 7—3 2:

- Estuary Watershed.” _ !

o Aniendmentsi ;

| _‘ Chapter 7. Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) Summaries -
_-'._Ballona Creek Trash TMDL* ‘ _ .

' "‘Thls TMDL was amended by:

The Reglonal Water Quahty Control Board on March 4; 2004.
The State Water Resources Control Board on [Insert Date]

. The Office of Administrative Law on [Insert Date]
The U.S. Env1ronmenta1 Protectlon Agency on [Insert Date}”

'. Table 7-3.1 Ballona Creek Trash TMDL Elements :

Add to Table 7-3. 1 Row 6, ~“Implementat10n :

: “Comphance with the final Waste load allocation may be achieved through a full
capture system. A full capture system is any device or series of devices that I
- traps all particles retained by a 5 mm mesh screen and has a design treatmemt' '
-capacity of not less than the peak flow rate (Q) resultlng from a one-year, one-

hour, storm in the subdrainage area. Rational equation is used to compute the

"peak flow rate: Q= C x I x A, where Q = design flow rate (cubic feet per second
cfs); C = runoff coefficient (dimensionless); I = des1gn rainfall intensity (mchés
per hour, as determined per the rainfall isohyetal map in Figure A), and A1= _

subdrainage area (acres). The isohyetal map may be updated annually by th{e

-Los Angeles County hydrologist to reflect additional rain data gathered d

the previous year.” ‘Annual updates published by the Los Angeles Coun

Department of Public Works are prospectively incorporated by reference mtp
.this TMDL and accompanying Basin Plan amendment.” , _ -

Add Flgure A, referenced in Table 7-3.1.
Table 7-3.2° Ballona Creek Trash TMDL: ﬁIn’iplementation

shown in Table 7-3.2, a Permittee will be deemed in compliance with the Trash
TMDL in areas served by a Full Capture System Wlthm the Ba]lona Creek and

T TR TR AT T TR L T T T AT i AT RS € s s



N,

E i'Cﬁa'ngeié)ﬁstlh.g footnote 1 to footnote 2 and modify language to clanfy that the .
" Regional Board will conduct the review and Wlll reconsider the final Waste Load
: Allocatlons _ 7

_— The Regional Bbard will - review and reconSIder the . ﬁnal Waste Load',
- Allocations once a reductlon of 50% has beén achleved and sustamed L




- Chapter 7. Total Mammum Da:ly Loads (TMDLs) Summaries
' Ballona Creek Trash TMDL* ., ‘ 4 .

* This TMDL was adopted by:

~~'The Regional Water Quahty Control Board on September 19, 2001
. _The State Water Resources Control Board on February 19, 2002.
" The Office of Administrative Law on July 18, 2002.. .
The U. S Envxromnental Protectlon Agency on August 1, ' 2002. ,

L This TMDL was amended by.
_The Reglonal Water Quality Control Board on March 4, 2004.
‘The State Water Resources Control Board on [Insert Date] . i
The Office of Administrative Law on [Insert Date] ,
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency on [Insert Date]” =~ . : .
The following table presents the key elements of this TMDL. | |

E ‘Table 7-3.1 Ballona Creek: Trash TMDL Elements

Element - Derivation of Numbers

Problem Statement - | Trash in Ballona Creek is causing 1mpa1rment of beneﬁc:al us&e

. ' . The following designated beneficial uses are impacted by trash '
water contact recreation (REC1); non-contact water recreation |
(REC2); warm freshwater habitat (WARM); wildlife habitat ;
(WILD), estuarine habitat (EST); marine habitat (MAR); rare and
threatened or endangered species (RARE); migration of aquat:e
organisms (MIGR); spawning, reproduction and early g
development of fish (SPWN); commercial and sport fishing
(COMM); shellfish harvesting (SHELL); wetland habitat (WET);
and cold freshwater habitat (COLD).

i o
s

Numeric Target Zero trash in the river.

(interpretation of the S

narrative water quality

‘objective, used to calculate
- the load allocations)

Source Artalysis - " | Stormwater discharge is the major source of trash in the' river.




Loadin ng Capact ity

Waste Lodd, Allocations

| Phased reductlon fora penod of 10 years, from existing basehne

load to mro

. Im,plemer.ltatioﬁ

-| This TMDL will be implemented through stormwater perm.xts and

via the authority vested in the Executive Officer by section13267
of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act: Water Code
section 13000 et seq. Compliance with the final waste load
allocation may be achieved through a full capture system. A full
capture system is any device. or series of devices that traps all

| particles retained by a 5 mm mesh screen and has a design

treatment capacity of not less than the peak flow rate (Q)
resulting from a one-year, one-hour, storm in the subdramage

‘| area. Rational equation is used to compute the peak flow rate. Q

= C x I x A, where Q = design flow rate (cubic feet per second, =
efs); € = runoff coefficient (dJmenmonless), -1 = design rainfall

_-| intensity (mches per hour, as determined per the rainfall
| isohyetal map in Figure A), and A= subdrainage area (acres).

The isohyetal map may be updated annually by the Los Angeles
County hydrologist to reflect additional rain data gathered
during the previous year. Annual updates published by the Los
Angeles County Department of Public Works are prospect!vely

‘incorporated by reference into tl'ns TMDL and accompanying

Basin Plan amendment.

Margin of Sqfety

-“Zero discharge” is a conservative standard which contains an '
| implicit margin of safety. ,

Seasonal Variations and -

Critical Condztions

Discharge of trash from the storm drain occurs pnmanly dunng
or shortly. aﬁer a rain event of greater than 0.25 mches '

*The complete administrative record for the TMDL is available for review upon request.
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. ‘Table 7-3.2 Ballona Creek 'l'rash TMDL. Implementahon Schedule.
(Default waste load allocations exprmed as cubic feet of nneompressed trash and % reduehon.)

1 Year  Baseline Monitoring/ Waste Load Allocation. Compliance Point
1 Baseline Monitoring | No allocation specified. Trash will be reduced | = Achieved through timely comphanoe thh
10/1/01—- 1 by levels collected during the baseline baseline momtormg program.

9/30/02 .} | monitoring program: . . :
2 ‘Baseline Monitoring No allocation specified. Trash will be reduced Achieved through timely complianoe with
10/1/02— _bylevels collected during the baseline baseline monitoring program. :
9/30/03° , _ monitoring program. , : R
3 ' Basehne Momtormg - 90% (9,985 for the Mumcnpalpmmm No compliance point (target of 90%)
10/1/03— | (optional)/ © 1,472 for Caltrans) - : :
9/30/04 ] Implementation: Year 1 - - L .
4 Baseline Monitoring 80% (8,875 for the Municipal permittees; No compliance point (target of 80%)
10/1/04— § (optionaly” - 1,308 for Caltrans) ' : :
9/30/05  } Implementation: Year2 } = . R : : _ ) .
5 Implementation: 70% (7,776 for the Municipal permittees; | Compliance is 80% of the baseline Joad
10/1/05—- | Year3 1,146 for Caltrans) " calculated as a rolling 3-year annual average
9/30/06 - (8,875 for the Mumicipal permiitees; '
o S C o 1,308 for Caltrans). .
: 6 Implementation: 60% (6,656 for the Municipal permittees; 70% of the baseline load the baseline load
. 10/1/06— | Year 4 981 for Caltrans) -’} calculated as arolling 3-year annual average
9/30/07 - : (7,776 for the Municipal penmttees, 1 14651'01‘
Y Implementation: 50% (5,547 for the Municipal permittees; 60% of the baseline load calculated asa rolhng
- 10/1/07— } Year 5% : - ~ 818 for Caltrans). 3-year annual average (6,656 for the |
|- 913008 . . - _ Municipal permiittees; 981 for Caltrans)E
.. -8 Implementation: 40% (4,438 for the Municipal permittees; | 50% of the baseline load caloulated 25 2 rolling
-~ DN1/08—- | Year 6 " 654 for Caltrans) 3-year annual average (5,547 for the Municipal
~9(30/09 _ S 7 pemnttees;SlS for Caltrans). i
9 Implementation: 30% (3,328 for the Municipal permittees; | 40% of the baseline load calculated as a rolling
10/1/09-- } Year7 - : " 491 for Caltrans) 3-year annual average (4,438 for the Muni
9/30/10 . ) ) pem'ntte%' 654 for Caltrans). :
: 10 Implementation: 20% (2,218 for the Municipal permittees; 30% of the baseline ]oad calculated as a rolling
10/1/10— § Year 8 : 327 for Calirans). 3-year annual average (3,328 for the Muni
9/30/11 , ) permittees; 491 for Caltmns) E
11 Implemen,tétion:‘ . 10% (1,110 for the Municipal permittees; 20% of the baseline load calculated as a rolling,
" 10/1/11~ § Year 9 164 for Caltrans). 3-year annual average (2,220 for the Municipal
. 9/30/12 . - permlttees 327 for Caltrans). ir
12 Emplementation: 0 or 0 % of the baseline load. 10% of the baseline load calculated as a rolling
10/1/12— } Year 10 ) 3-year annual average (1,110 for the Municipal
930/13 | : . - permittees; 164 for Caltrans. i
13 Implementation: 0 or 0 % of the baseline load. 3.3 % of the baseline load calculated as 2|
10/1/13— } Year 11 rolling 3-year annual average (366 for the
- 9/30/14 _ - o Municipal permitfees, 54 for Caltrans).
o 14 Implementation: 0 or 0 % of the baseline. 0 or 0 % of the baseline load.
10/1/14—. } Year 12 :
-9/30/15 '

1
I

! “Notmthstandmg the zero trash target and the default waste load allocahons shown in ’I‘able*

- 7.3, 2, a Permittee will be deemed in compliance with the Trash TMDL in areas served by a Full

Capture System within the Ballona Creek and Estuary Watershed.” . o

2 The Regional Board will review and reconsider the final Waste Load Allocatlons once a

"~ reduction of 50% has been achieved and sustained.




Table7o3£. Ballona Creek Trash TMDL. Signiﬁmt Dates.

‘| 30 days after recelpt of the Execuhve
‘Officer’s request as authorized by Section
13267 of the Water Code annual average.

Submit baseline momtonng plan(s)

120 days aﬂ:er receipt of the Executive
Officer's request as authorized by Sechon

‘List of fadlities; that are outside of the
permittee’s jurisdiction but drain to a

13267 of the Water Code. portion of the permittee's stormn drain
. | system, whxch discharges to Ballona
Within the first 2 years after approval of Collectnon_ of baseline datg.,

- | this’" basin plan amendment; to -be
| extended to 4 years at the optlon of the

permittees

72 hours after each rain event

§ Clean out of and mea'suremént of trash

retained.

- | Every 3 months during dry weather

Clean out of and" ‘measurement: of trash

{ retained.




